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The Armenians in the Byzantine Empire
by Peter Charanis

Preface

[i] In recent years a number of studies on special periods or on individual families, in particular those by the late
Nicolas Adontz, have called attention to the role of the Armenians in the Byzantine empire. The present book by
Professor Peter Charanis is, however, the first in which this question is considered under its different aspects and
over a long period, extending from the reign of Justinian to the disastrous battle of Mantzikert when the Empire
lost Armenia and the greater part of Asia Minor. The author has carefully investigated the changes which took
place in the ethnic formation of the Empire through the establishment of numerous Armenians, some of whom
were transplanted by force and settled in different parts of the Asiatic and European possessions, while others
came more or less willingly, fleeing from the Arab domination. He has shown their important contribution to the
military might of Byzantium, both as recruits fighting in the ranks of the army, where at times they formed the
dominant element, and also as famous generals. From the ninth to the eleventh century, most of those who led
the armies to victory and contributed to the greatness of Byzantium were of Armenian stock--emperors such as
Basil I, Romanus Lecapenus, Nicephorus Phocas, John Tzimisces and Basil II, or illustrious generals such as
Petronas and John Curcuas (or Gourgen).

Professor Charanis has also recalled the prominent role played by the Armenians in the intellectual life of
Byzantium during the ninth century, when Caesar Bardas reorganized the University of Constantinople at the
palace of the Magnaura and placed at its head his compatriot, Leo the Philosopher, while two of the most famous
teachers in it, Photius and John the Grammarian, were partly or wholly of Armenian descent. It is quite probable
that Armenians came there as students, just as at a much earlier period, during the fourth century, they had gone
to Athens to study under the Armenian rhetor, Prohaeresius, whom Sozomenos calls [ii] the most celebrated
sophist of his age, and to whom, according to his pupil and biographer Eunapius, the Romans had erected a
statue with the inscription "Rome, the queen of cities, to the king of eloquence."

Some of the leading figures whose origins have been carefully traced by Professor Charanis were recent arrivals
from Armenia, others had lived for a long time within the Byzantine realm and were thoroughly hellenized. But
the persistence with which, generation after generation, the latter retained their Armenian names clearly
indicates that they did not forget their origins, nor perhaps wanted the Byzantines to forget that they descended
from ancient and noble families. In fact, it is primarily by means of these names that, in many instances, modern
scholars have been able to ascertain a nationality which the Byzantine historians and chroniclers have not always
been careful to specify.

The degree of hellenization naturally varied in each case and we have positive evidence that some at least of the
men who held high offices continued to use their mother tongue; one of these was the protospatharios John who
commissioned an Armenian Gospel. The sponsor, about whom we have no other information, calls himself the
proximos of the dux Theodorakanos, who must be the general of Basil II, governor of Philippopolis, known
through Byzantine sources. The manuscript, now in the Mekhitharist Library in Venice (no. 887), was written
and illustrated in 1007 at Adrianople; this shows not only that the protospatharios himself knew Armenian, but
that there was in this city a competent Armenian scribe who could carry out the wish of his sponsor.

In speaking of the hellenization of the Armenians who held high offices, Professor Charanis adds: "Yet it may be
asked whether their hellenization was not unaffected by their original background, whether in being absorbed
they did not modify the culture which absorbed them." A similar question can be raised in connection with
certain aspects of [iii] artistic development. Is it mere coincidence that in the decorative arts of Byzantium the
oriental elements are predominant during the ninth and tenth centuries, that is, in that very period when men of



Armenian descent were in virtual control of the Empire, and when there was, at the same time, a territorial
expansion towards the east and a fresh influx of Armenians? There were no doubt artists and craftsmen among
these new arrivals, and they continued to practise their native crafts; thus Armenian carpets are mentioned in the
list of spoils carried away by the Bulgarian tsar Krum when the Byzantine armies were defeated and the emperor
Nicephorus himself was slain.

In this careful and impartial appraisal of the role of the Armenians in the Byzantine empire, Professor Charanis
has laid the foundation for further investigations, and has given us the most important of his many valuable
contributions to our knowledge of the Byzantine ethnography.

May, 1963
 Sirarpie Der Nersessian 

 



The Armenians in the Byzantine Empire
by Peter Charanis

Introduction

The Byzantine Empire was, of course, the continuation of the Roman Empire. The loss of the western provinces
and the elimination of the Imperial title in the West in 476 restricted the actual geographical extent of the Roman
Empire to the East, including the Balkan peninsula. Here, with the exception of the far interior of the Balkan
peninsula, Hellenism had long since come to prevail as the dominant cultural element. But important features of
the civilization of the Empire remained basically Roman. This was especially true of its legal system, its
administrative machinery, and the organization of the army. A feature also of the Roman Empire which remained
as such after the loss of the western provinces was its multinational character. Later, in the seventh century, when
the Empire lost some of its eastern provinces, notably Egypt, Palestine, Syria and Armenia, it assumed an aspect
more Greek than ever before, but it never really lost to the end of its long history as a great power its
multinational character. Its civilization was, of course, basically Greek, and the Greek-speaking element among
its population no doubt predominated. But this population included a variety of peoples and some of these
peoples were very important.

The following pages are given to an examination of the role in the history of the Empire of one of these peoples:
the Armenians. The work was first published in Byzantinoslavica, volume 22 (1961). With some revisions, and
thanks to the generosity of the Fundacao Calouste Gulbenkian of Lisbon, Portugal, it now appears in book form.
The bibliography which is added at the end consists of references actually used in the composition of the work.
It was compiled by my student, Dean Miller.

Peter Charanis
 Rutgers University

 New Brunswick, N. J.

 



The Armenians in the Byzantine Empire
by Peter Charanis

I.

[12] In his account of the revolt of Thomas the Slavonian (820--823) against the Emperor Michael II (820--829),
the Byzantine historian Genesius lists a variety of peoples from whom the armies of the rebel had been drawn:
Saracens, Indians, Egyptians, Assyrians, Medes, Abasgians, Zichs, Vandals, Getae, Alans, Chaldoi, Armenians,
adherents of the heretical sects of the Paulicians and the Athinganoi (1). Some of these peoples are well known;
the identity of others, despite efforts made to determine it, is by no means certain (2). But in any case, their
listing by the Byzantine historian illustrates vividly the multiracial character of the Byzantine empire. This was
in the ninth century, but the situation was not different for the period before and it would not be different for the
period after. The Byzantine empire was never in its long history, a true national state with an ethnically
homogeneous population.

Among the various ethnic groups in the Byzantine empire, the Armenians constituted one of the strongest. At the
end of the sixth century the Byzantine empire controlled the major part of Armenia. The events of the seventh
century, the rise of the Arabs in particular, deprived it of this control, but it still retained some Armenian-
speaking lands. The expansion of the empire which began late in the ninth century greatly increased the extent of
these lands. By the middle of the eleventh century, all Armenia was in Byzantine hands, though shortly
afterwards it was permanently lost to the Seljuk Turks.

The great source of the Armenian element in the Byzantine empire consisted, of course, of the Armenian-
speaking lands under its control. Thus in the eighth century, when all Armenia was in Arab hands, the [13]
native Armenian population under the control of the empire was not very large; whereas, in the eleventh century
when virtually all Armenia was annexed to the empire it was very considerable. But the Armenian element in the
Byzantine empire was not restricted to the Armenian lands proper. It found its way into other regions of the
empire.

Many Armenians came into the Byzantine empire even when Armenia was under foreign control. They came
sometimes as adventurers, but more often as refugees. Thus in 571, following an unsuccessful revolt against the
Persians, numerous Armenian noblemen, headed by Vardan Mamikonian and accompanied by the Armenian
Catholicus and some bishops, fled to Constantinople (3). Vardan and his retinue entered the Byzantine army; the
rest seem to have settled in Pergamon where an Armenian colony is known to have existed in the seventh
century. It was from this colony that Bardanes came who, as Phillipicus, occupied the imperial throne from 711
to 713 (4).

The religious ferment in Armenia which in the seventh century gave rise to the Paulician sect had the effect of
bringing more Armenians into the Byzantine empire. Armenian Paulicians, driven from their homes sometime
before 662, settled in the empire, especially in the region of the junction of the Iris and the Lycus rivers in the
territories of the Pontus. Their settlements extended almost as far as Nicopolis (Enderes) and Neocaesarea
(Niksar) (5). These were regions where the Armenian element was already considerable. Comana, for instance,
is referred to by Strabo as the market of the Armenians (6).

The discontent caused by the Arab conquest of Armenia forced other Armenians to seek refuge in the territories
of the empire. Thus, about 700 a number of nakharars [lords] with their retinue fled to the Byzantine empire and
were settled by the Emperor on the Pontic frontier. Some of these later returned to Armenia, but others remained
(7). More nakharars, completely abandoning their possessions in Armenia, fled to the Byzantine empire during
the reign of Constantine V Copronymus (8). [14] Still more came about 790. It is said they numbered 12,000 and
they came with their wives, their children, their retinue and their cavalry. They were welcomed by the Emperor



and were granted fertile lands upon which to settle (9). We are not told the location of the lands given to them.
As their title implies these refugees belonged to the Armenian nobility, who were sometimes criticised for
fleeing the country and thus abandoning the poor to the mercy of the Arabs (10). Mass migrations such as took
place in the course of the seventh and eighth centuries seem to have subsided in the ninth, but individual
Armenians continued to come into the Byzantine empire to seek their fortunes.

The Armenians, however, did not always come willingly. They were sometimes forcibly removed from their
homes and settled in other regions of the empire. Justinian had already resorted to this practice, but the numbers
involved were small, perhaps a few families (11). Transplantations on a large scale took place during the reigns
of Tiberius and Maurice. In 578, 10,000 Armenians were removed from their homes and settled in the island of
Cyprus. "Thus", says Evagrius, "land, which had been previously untilled, was everywhere restored to
cultivation. Numerous armies also were raised from among them that fought resolutely and courageously against
the other nations. At the same time every household was completely furnished with domestics, on account of the
easy rate at which slaves were procured" (12).

A transplantation on a vaster plan was conceived by Maurice and it was partially carried out. Maurice, who may
have been of Armenian descent, though this is extremely doubtful (13), found the Armenians extremely
troublesome in their own homeland. The plan which he conceived called for the cooperation of the Persian king
in the removal from their homes of all Armenian chieftains and their followers. According to Sebeos, Maurice
addressed the Persian king as follows: The Armenians are "a knavish and indocile nation. They are found
between us and are a source of trouble. I am going to gather 'mine and send them to Thrace; [15] send yours to
the East. If they die there, it will be so many enemies that will die; if, on the contrary, they kill, it will be so
many enemies that they will kill. As for us, we shall live in peace. But if they remain in their country, there will
never be any quiet for us". Sebeos further reports that the two rulers agreed to carry out this plan, but apparently
the Persians failed to cooperate, for when the Byzantine emperor gave the necessary orders and pressed hard for
their execution, many Armenians fled to Persia (14). The Byzantines, however, did carry out the deportation,
though only in part. In ordering this removal, Maurice's real motive was, no doubt, the fact that he needed the
Armenians as soldiers in Thrace.

Further deportations and settlement of Armenians in the Byzantine empire, especially in Thrace, are attested for
the eighth century. During the reign of Constantine V Copronymus, thousands of Armenians and monophysitic
Syrians were gathered by the Byzantine armies during their raids in the regions of Germanicea (Marash),
Melitene and Erzeroum and were settled in Thrace (15). Others, also from the environs of Erzeroum, were
settled along the eastern frontiers. These, however, were subsequently seized by the Arabs and were settled by
them in Syria (16). During the reign of Leo IV, a Byzantine raiding expedition into Cilicia and Syria resulted in
the seizure of thousands of natives, 150,000 according to one authority, who were settled in Thrace (17). These,
however, were chiefly Syrian Jacobites, though some Armenians may have also been included. Many of the
Armenians settled in Thrace were seized by the Bulgar Krum (803--814) and carried away, but most of them
eventually returned. According to tradition, the parents of the future Emperor Basil I and Basil himself were
included among these prisoners, but there is reason to doubt the historical accuracy of this tradition (18).

The diverse ethnic groups established in Thrace were reinforced by later arrivals. In the tenth century, during the
reign of John Tzimiskes, a considerable number of Paulicians were removed from the frontier regions of the east
and were settled in Thrace, more exactly in the country [16] around Phillippopolis (19). These Paulicians were
most probably predominantly Armenians. A little later, perhaps in 988, Armenians were settled also in
Macedonia. They were brought there from the eastern provinces of the empire by Basil II in order to serve as a
bulwark against the Bulgarians and also to help increase the prosperity of the country (20).

Meanwhile, other Armenians had been settled elsewhere in the empire. Nicephorus I used Armenians, among
others, in his resettlement of Sparta at the beginning of the ninth century (21). Some time earlier, about 792, an
unsuccessful revolt among the Armeniacs, a corps which was no doubt predominantly Armenian, led to the
settlement of a thousand of them in Sicily and other islands (22). In 885 Nicephorus Phocas, grandfather of the
tenth century Emperor by the same name, settled a multitude of Armenians in Calabria. These, as Gregoire
suggests, may have been of the Paulician faith as Tephrike, the stronghold of that sect, had fallen to the imperial
forces only a few years before and the Paulicians had been dispersed (23). Armenians, among others, were also



settled in Crete following the recovery of that island in 961 by Nicephorus Phocas, the future Emperor (24). Two
Armenian military settlements are known to have existed in western Asia Minor in the tenth century. These were
the settlements at Prine and Platanion, which, according to Constantine Porphyrogenitus, furnished a number of
Armenian troops in the expedition against Crete during the reign of Leo VI. Armenians, settled in the Thracesian
theme, also participated in the expedition against Crete in 949 (25).

It was through the army that the Armenian element in the Byzantine empire exerted its greatest influence. It is
well known that the Armenian element occupied a prominent place in the armies of Justinian. Armenian troops
fought in Africa, in Italy and along the eastern front. They were also prominent in the palace guard. Procopius
mentions by name no less than seventeen Armenian commanders, including, of course, the great Narses (26).
But the Armenians were only one among the different ethnic elements which constituted the armies of Justinian.
These elements included many barbarians: Erulians, Gepids, Goths, Huns, Lombards, Moors, [17] Sabiri, Slavs
and Antae, Vandals; some Persians, Iberians and Tzanis and among the provincials, Illyrians, Thracians,
Isaurians and Lycaonians (27). Under the immediate successors of Justinian, the ethnic composition of the
Byzantine army remained very much the same. "It is said", writes Evagrius,. "that Tiberius raised an army of
150,000 among the peoples that dwelt beyond the Alps around the Rhine and among those this side of the Alps,
among the Massagetae and other Scythian nations, among those that dwelt in Paeonia and Mysia, and also
Illyrians and Isaurians and dispatched them against the Persians" (28). The figure given by Evagrius may
perhaps be questioned, but the rest of his statement in its essentials cannot be doubted. It is confirmed by
Theophanes, though the figure he gives is much smaller (15,000) (29). And John of Ephesus reports that
following the breakdown of negotiations with Persia (575--577), a force of 60,000 Lombards was expected in
Byzantium (30). The same author states: "Necessity compelled Tiberius to enlist under his banners a barbarian
people from the West called Goths--who were followers of the doctrine of the wicked Arius. They departed for
Persia, leaving their wives and children at Constantinople" (31). In Constantinople, the wives of these Goths
requested that a church be allocated to them, so that they might worship according to their Arian faith. Thus, it
seems quite certain that the ethnic composition of the Byzantine army under Tiberius remained substantially the
same as it had been during the reign of Justinian.

The situation changed in the course of the reign of Maurice, chiefly as a result of the Avaro-Slavic incursions
into the Balkan peninsula. These incursions virtually eliminated Illyricum as a source of recruits and reduced the
possibilities of Thrace. They cut communications with the West and made recruitments there most difficult. The
empire, as a consequence, had to turn elsewhere for its troops. It turned to the regions of Caucasus and Armenia.
In the armies of Maurice, we still find some Huns (32) and also some Lombards (33). We find Bulgars too (34).
But the Armenian is the element which dominates. In this respect Sebeos is once more a precious source. He
writes in connection with the war which Maurice undertook against the Avars after 591: Maurice "ordered to
gather together all the Armenian cavalry and all the noble nakharars skilled in war and adroit in wielding the
lance in combat. He ordered also a numerous army to be raised in Armenia, an army composed of soldiers of
good will and good [18] stature, organized in regular corps and armed. He ordered that this army should go to
Thrace under the command of Musele (Moushegh) Mamikonian and there fight the enemy" (35). This army was
actually organized and fought in Thrace. Mamikonian was captured and killed (36), whereupon, the raising of an
Armenian force of 2,000 armed cavalry was ordered. This force, too, was sent to Thrace (37). Earlier, during the
Persian wars, important Armenian contingents under the command of John Mystacon operated on the eastern
front (38). In 602 Maurice issued the following edict: "I need 30,000 cavalrymen by way of tribute raised in
Armenia. Thirty thousand families must be gathered and settled in Thrace" (39). Priscus was sent to Armenia to
carry out this edict, but before he had time to do so the revolution which overthrew Maurice broke out and the
edict apparently was not enforced. It is interesting to observe the correlation of the number of cavalry with the
number of families which were to be transplanted to Thrace. Each family was obviously intended to furnish one
cavalryman and no doubt each family was going to be given some land. Here we have perhaps an indication that
Maurice sought to extend the system of military estates in Thrace (40). But, however that may be, it is quite
clear that under Maurice, Armenia became the principal source of recruits for the Byzantine army. The same was
true under Heraclius, himself of Armenian descent (41) though that Emperor drew heavily also from among the
people of the Caucasus--Lazes, Abasgians, Iberians--as well as on the Khazars (42). All throughout the seventh
century indeed the Armenians were one of the most prominent elements in the Byzantine army. And if by the
end of the seventh century the conquest of Armenia by the Arabs made it difficult to draw upon that country for



new recruits, Armenians continued nevertheless to occupy an important position in the army of the empire. This
was not only because some Armenian-speaking lands remained within the boundaries of the empire, but also
because a considerable number of Armenians had been integrated into its new military organization.

The dominant feature of the new military organization of the empire was the theme system, a new provincial
organization, the essential element [19] of which consisted of the army corps permanently stationed in each
province and commanded by an officer who served at the same time as governor of the province, exercising both
military and civil authority. The troops constituting these provincial or thematic corps were often drawn from
different ethnic groups and as a consequence their permanent assignment to any one province contributed in
altering the ethnic composition of that province. The provinces brought into existence by the new organization
were called themes and differed from the old ones not only in the form of their administration but also in extent
and configuration. The theme system, whatever its origin, took definite form in the seventh century (43).

Among the themes of Asia Minor the Armeniakon was one of the most important, in rank second only to the
Anatolikon. It was a large territory, comprising in whole or in part six former provinces as these provinces are
known to have existed in the sixth century. Cappadocia I and part of Cappadocia II; Armenia I and what was still
in the hands of the empire of Armenia II; Elenopontos and Pontos Polemoniakos. It was roughly in the form of a
triangle whose angles were located on the Black Sea, the one at Sinope, the other at a point not far to the east of
Trebizond, and the third a little to the south of Tyana (44). The theme had been organized perhaps as early as
before 622 (45) and remained a unit throughout the seventh and eighth centuries. In the course of the ninth
century it was parcelled out into a number of smaller themes. By 863 there were four themes in the place of the
previous one: the Armeniakon. a new and much smaller circumscription, the Charsianon, Chaldia and Koloneia.
The new theme of Sebasteia, created about 912, was also formed out of territory which had formerly belonged to
the Armeniakon.

According to an important source of the tenth century, the original Armeniakon theme was so called because of
the neighboring Armenians and the Armenians who dwelled in it (46). This is not to be interpreted to mean of
course that the population of the theme was everywhere predominantly Armenian. Along the Black Sea,
especially in the region of Trebizond, the Greek-speaking element was certainly the most numerous. In the
interior, in the region between the Iris and the Halys and in the loop [20] which the latter river forms; i. e., the
core of the lands which later came to constitute the small Armeniakon and the Charsianon themes, the old
Cappadocian native population, by now deeply hellenized, most probably predominated. There were some
Armenians, of course, but they were not in any considerable number. Quite different, however, was the situation
in the eastern regions of the theme, the regions which were eventually detached from it to form the themes of
Chaldia, Coloneia and Sebasteia. Here the Armenians were very numerous. In Chaldia, along the coastal areas
there were many Greeks, of course, but in the interior, in districts such as Keltzine, the Armenian element was
very strong. It was strong also in the lands which later formed the themes of Coloneia and Sebasteia. These lands
lay in the most part in Little Armenia [Armenia Minor/P'ok'r Hayk'] where the Armenian language, despite the
progress made by Hellenism, never ceased to be spoken (47). Important Armenian elements were also to be
found in the region of the Iris-Lycus rivers where Neocaesarea, Comana, Gaziura, Amaseia and Eupatoria were
located (48). This region was retained in the smaller Armeniakon theme.

The comparatively strong Armenian element in the population of these eastern themes reflected, and was
reflected by, the ethnic composition of their military organization. The military corps of the original Armeniakon
theme consisted primarily of Armenians (49). Of the various themes into which it was broken predominantly
Armenian were the armies of Coloneia and Sebasteia (50), and no doubt also of the smaller Armeniakon. The
Armenian element must also have been considerable in the army of Chaldia.

It has been said that the Armenian element must have predominated in the Byzantine army from the ninth
century to the Crusades (51). The statistical information necessary for an exact evaluation of this statement does
not exist. There are, however, some figures. They go back to about the middle of the ninth century and are given
by Arabic sources. They cannot be regarded therefore, as official. These Arabic sources list thirteen themes
altogether, two in Europe and eleven in Asia Minor and give figures of the military strength of each. According
to one set of figures the total [21] military strength of the thirteen themes mentioned numbered 90,000 (52);
according to another set, it numbered 80,000 (53). The combined strength of the Armeniakon, which at this time



still included Coloneia and Sebasteia, Charsianon and Chaldia is given in the first case as 23,000 or over twenty-
five percent of the total; in the second case as 18,000 or over twenty-two percent of the total. As these armies,
particularly those of the Armeniakon and Chaldia, were predominantly Armenian or of Armenian origin and as
there were also Armenians in other thematic corps (54), we have perhaps in one or the other of these
percentages, a rough indication of the strength of the Armenian element in the army of the empire about the
middle of the ninth century. This strength did not, of course, make the Byzantine armies Armenian, but it did
give to the Armenians a considerable influence in the military structure of the empire.

The significance of the Armenian element in the political and military life of the empire may be further seen by
the number of persons of Armenian descent who came to occupy influential positions. They served as generals,
as members of the imperial retinue, and as governors of provinces (55). Under Heraclius the Armenian Manuel
was named praefectus augustalis in Egypt. Armenian generals served the same emperor in the field. One of
these, Vahan, was actually proclaimed emperor by his troops just before the battle of Yermuk. He later retired to
Sinai and became a monk. Armenian princes in Constantinople were very influential. They even plotted to
overthrow Heraclius and to place on the throne his illegitimate son, Athalaric. In 641 it was the Armenian
Valentinus Arsacidus who enabled Constans II to assume the throne following the death of his father. Valentinus
was put in command of the troops in the East, but shortly afterwards, having failed in a plot to seize the throne
for himself, he was executed. Other Armenian generals are known to have served under Constans II. Two of
these, Sabour, surnamed Aparasitgan, and Theodore were commanders of the Armeniacs, as the troops stationed
in the Armeniakon theme were called. After the violent death of Constans II, the Armenian Mizizius (Mjej
Gnouni) was proclaimed Emperor and though he was not able to maintain himself, he should be included [22]
among the emperors of Armenian descent who occupied the Byzantine throne. Later his son John felt strong
enough to rebel against Constantine IV, but he too failed and was destroyed. Many Armenians are known to have
been prominent in the service of the Empire in the eighth century also. The Armenian Bardanes occupied the
throne from 711 to 713. Artavasdos, son-in-law of Leo III and at one time general of the Armeniacs, also tried
for the throne, and for a time was actually master of Constantinople. He was ably assisted by other Armenians:
his cousin Teridates, Vahtan the patrician, and another Artavasdos. During the brief period when he held
Constantinople, he crowned his son Nicephorus co-emperor and made his other son, Nicetas, general of the
Armeniacs. The Armeniacs, the vast majority of whom, as has been said, were Armenians, were Artavasdos'
strongest supporters. Other eminent Armenians are known to have served the empire under Constantine V
Copronymus. Tadjat Andzevatzik, who came to Byzantium about 750, proved to be a successful commander in
the course of Constantine's Bulgarian campaigns. Under Leo IV we find him as general of the Bucellarii. He
subsequently fled to the Arabs. Another Armenian, the prince Artavazd Mamikonian, who joined the forces of
Byzantium about 771, was general of the Anatolikon under Leo IV. More Armenians are mentioned in
connection with the reigns of Constantine VI and Irene. Vardas, one time general of the Armeniacs, was
involved in a conspiracy to have Leo IV succeeded by his brother Nicephorus and not by his son Constantine.
Another Vardas lost his life in the Bulgarian campaign which Constantine VI conducted in 792. Artaseras or
Artashir was another Armenian general active during the reign of Constantine VI. Alexius Musele (Moushegh),
Drungarius of the Watch and later general of the Armeniacs, seems even to have aspired to the throne. At least
he was accused of entertaining this ambition, and was blinded. His family, as we shall see, achieved great
distinction in the ninth and tenth centuries. Another great Byzantine family of Armenian descent, the Skleroi,
made its appearance in Byzantium at this time or soon thereafter. Leo Skleros, governor of the Peloponnesus at
the beginning of the ninth century, is the first member of this family known to us, but the family was already
famous. A number of other persons who occupied important positions during the reigns of Constantine VI, Irene
and Nicephorus I may also have been Armenians if one may judge from the Armenian name of Vardanes which
they bore. These included: Vardanes, patrician and domesticus scholarum; Vardanes, general of the Thracesians;
Vardanes, called the Turk, general of the Anatolikon, who made an attempt to overthrow Nicephorus I;
Vardanes, called Anemas, a spatharius. Armenian also was the patrician Arsaber who was quaestor under
Nicephorus I and who in the unsuccessful plot of 808 to overthrow Nicephorus had been designated the new
Emperor.

[23] Illustrious personages of Armenian descent appear frequently also in the annals of the empire in the ninth
century. They dominated the imperial throne. Leo V, known as the Armenian, occupied the throne from 813 to
820. He is referred to in one of the sources as digenes, 'twyborn', i. e., born of two races, and these two races are



given as Assyrian and Armenian (56). The thorough and careful investigation of all the sources, however, has
shown that there is no truth in the tradition (57). Leo was an Armenian who, while still young, had settled in
Pidra, an unknown place in the Anatolikon theme, and, like many others of his position, turned to the army for a
career and this eventually brought him to the imperial throne. His wife Theodosia, was the daughter of Arsaber
(Arschovir), patrician and quaestor, no doubt the Armenian Arsaber who, in the unsuccessful plot of 808 to
overthrow Nicephorus, had been designated the new Emperor. Thus Leo V sprang from, and headed, an
Armenian family, the Armenian nature of which is further illustrated by the Armenian names which its various
members bore (58).

Michael II, the man who in 820 overthrew Leo V, was a semi-hellenized native of the region of Amorion,
probably of Phrygian descent (59), but the dynasty which he founded eventually became in part Armenian in
blood and fell under the domination of the Armenians. Theodora, the wife of Theophilus, son and successor of
Michael II, was a native of Ebissa in Paphlagonia, but she was of Armenian descent at least from her father's
side (60). Thus Michael III who succeeded his father Theophilus was partly Armenian. His mother's family
dominated his reign. During the early years of his reign, while he was still a minor, the imperial office was
provisionally in the hands of his mother Theodora who was assisted by a regency composed of members of her
family and Theoctistos, the Logothete of the Course. To be sure, the members of Theodora's family were soon
shoved into the background and for nearly fourteen years Theoctistos, of whose racial origins we have no
definite intimation, was Theodora's most powerful minister. But his overthrow and murder in 856 brought to the
fore Theodora's brother Bardas, who, until his violent death in 866, was the real ruler of the state. At the same
time Petronas, Theodora's other brother, was entrusted with important commands in which he showed [24]
considerable ability. His son Marianus was later made prefect of the city by Basil I (61). Important positions
were also given to the two sons of Bardas, the younger of whom, Antigonos, was only ten years old, and also his
son-in-law, whose name, Symbatius, betrays his Armenian origin (62).

Meanwhile, other members of Theodora's family had been placed in positions of some importance. Her father
Marinus had served as drungarius and also as turmarch (63). Her brother-in-law, Constantme Babutzikos,
married to her sister Sophia, bore the title of magister and was at one time Drungarius of the Watch. He was one
of the forty-two Byzantine officers who were put to death by the Arabs following their capture of Amorion in
838 (64). Her other brother-in-law Arshavir, married to another of her sisters, Calomaria or Maria, was patrician
and magister, titles which put him very high in the society of Byzantium (65). Both Babutzikos and Arshavir
were Armenians. Arshavir's two sons, Stephen and Bardas, both became magisters. Bardas married the daughter
of Constantine Kontomytes who was governor of Sicily during the reign of Michael III, while Stephen served in
the regency at the time of the minority of Constantine VII (66).

Thus, the Armenian family of Theodora at various times occupied important positions and with the elimination
of Theoctistos, it came to control the state. And when the overthrow of Bardas and the destruction of Michael III
himself, a year later, brought this control to an end, it was another Armenian family that came to the throne.
Basil, the man responsible for the elimination of the now partly Armenian Amorian dynasty was, as is well
known, of Armenian descent. His progeny, if we discredit the gossip concerning the paternity of his successor,
Leo VI, was to rule the Byzantine state for about 190 years. About this dynasty, more will be said below.

Other Armenians, both related and unrelated to the ruling houses, are known to have played important roles in
the political and military life of the empire in the ninth century. Leo V, the Armenian, had a nephew, Gregory
Pterotos who served him as a general. When Leo was overthrown, Pterotos was exiled by Leo's successor,
Michael II, to the island of Scyrus, but he managed to escape and join Thomas in his revolt against Michael II.
In the course of the revolt, however, he tried to shift his allegiance to Michael, but before he could act decisively
he was [25] attacked, defeated and killed by Thomas (67). More famous was the Armenian Manuel, known as
Amalicites. Protostrator, general of the Armeniacs, Domestic of the Schools, patrician and magister, Manuel
served, and served well it would seem, four different emperors, Michael I, Leo V, Michael II and Theophilus,
though at one time, during the reign of Michael II, he fled to the Arabs (68). It is this Manuel who is said to have
been the uncle of the Empress Theodora, but, as there is some confusion in the sources concerning his career, it
may be that Theodora's uncle was another Manuel or even some other person, perhaps the Sergius of Niketia
who led an expedition against Crete towards the end of the reign of Michael III (69). Another Armenian,



Constantine, surnamed Maniakes, was Drungarius of the Watch, and later, during the reign of Michael III,
Logothete. He was a man apparently conscious of his Armenian descent for he is said to have befriended Basil,
the future Emperor, very early in his career because, like himself, Basil was an Armenian. Constantine was the
father of Thomas the Patrician who served as Logothete of the Course under the regency during the reign of
Constantine VII early in the tenth century. As this Thomas was the father of Genesius the historian, Constantine
was thus the grandfather of the latter (70).

Armenian also in origin was Alexius Musele to whom the Emperor Theophilus gave his daughter Maria in
marriage. Alexius, whose family was also known as the Krenitae, was most probably the son of the Alexius
Musele who, as has already been pointed out, had held important administrative posts under Constantine VI and
Irene. Alexius bore the high ranking titles of patrician, anthypatus, magister and Caesar. As Caesar, he became
the heir presumptive to the throne, but the death of his wife and the birth of Michael, who later became Michael
III, brought about a certain coolness between him and the Emperor and he retired to a monastery (71). Alexius
had a brother, Theodosios, who, judging from the title of patrician which he bore, must also have been an
important personage (72). As the brother of Alexius, Theodosios was, of course, also Armenian. Armenian also
was Theophilitzes, the rich courtier and important functionary who is said to have given employment to Basil,
the future Emperor, when the latter first arrived in Constantinople, and later introduced him to the imperial court.
Theophilitzes' Armenian descent may be inferred from [26] the fact that he was a relative of Michael III and also
of Bardas, the brother of the empress Theodora (73).

The two crimes, the assassination of Caesar Bardas in 866 and that of Michael III in 867, which brought Basil I
to the throne, illustrate still further the influential position which the Armenian element had come to have in the
imperial court. The instigator of both crimes was, of course, Basil himself, but it was only with the assistance of
a number of other important persons that he was able to bring them about. It has been said that all these
personages, like Basil himself, were of Armenian descent (74). But if for this view there is no absolute proof, it
can be shown readily that the majority of Basil's accomplices were indeed Armenians. Among those involved in
the assassination of Caesar Bardas three are definitely known to have been Armenians: Marianos, the brother of
Basil; Symbatios, the Logothete of the Course, and son-in-law of the Caesar; and Bardas, the brother of
Symbatios. One, John Chaldos, known also as Tziphinarites, may also have been Armenian. The racial
antecedents of two, Peter Bulgarus and Constantine Toxaras, cannot be determined with any certainty. Another
of the conspirators is called Leo the Assyrian by one source, Asylaeon, cousin of Basil, by another. The same
person, a cousin of Basil, and as such an Armenian, is probably meant (75). Marianos, John Chaldos,
Constantine Toxaras and Asylaeon were also involved in the assassination of Michael III. As for the rest who
took part in that conspiracy, there is some confusion in the sources. One of them, Symbatios, to be distinguished
from the son-in-law of Caesar Bardas, who had been mutilated not long after the death of the Caesar, was like
Marianos, the brother of Basil. Another, Bardas, identified further as the father of Basil the Rector, a personage
about whom nothing else is known, may also have been the brother of Basil; or he may have been the brother or
Caesar Bardas' son-in-law, who like the latter had participated in the murder of the Caesar. In either case, he was
an Armenian (76). Two others, Jacobitzes and Eulogios, are referred to as Persians. The latter is said to have
addressed another of the conspirators, Artavasdos, captain of the Hetaireia, the foreign guard, in Persian. It has
been suggested that all three, Jacobitzes, Eulogios and Artavasdos, were really Armenians, natives of those
Armenian regions which had once been under the control of Persia, hence, the reference to them as Persians
(77). The suggestion is tempting, but, as thousands of [27] Persians had deserted to the empire during the reign
of Theophilus (78) it is not improbable that these persons, at least Jacobitzes and Eulogies, were indeed Persians.
As for Artavasdos, the probability is that he was an Armenian who also knew Persian. Artavasdos is a name
which we find borne by a number of persons who served the empire and who are known to have been
Armenians. Marianos, the son of Petronas, may have also been involved in the conspiracy against Michael. He is
not mentioned among those who actually committed the crime, but his involvement in it is suggested by the fact
that Basil made him prefect of the city soon after the elimination of Michael. Marianos was at least partly
Armenian. Thus, while not everyone involved in the crimes against Caesar Bardas and Michael III was
Armenian, it was a predominantly Armenian group which put an end to the Amorian dynasty and placed on the
throne the Armenian Basil. So influential had the Armenian element become in the imperial court!



The Armenian element was prominent also in the intellectual life of the empire in the ninth century. Intellectual
activity in the Byzantine empire had never ceased to exist, but it had subsided considerably in the course of the
seventh and eighth centuries and certain educational institutions, such as, for instance, the university which
Theodosius II had established in the fifth century, had been allowed to decline. But there was a revival in the
ninth century, giving a new impetus to learning which would continue now more or less until the final fall of
Constantinople. In this revival a number of persons played an important role. Foremost among these was
Photios, the future patriarch and no doubt the most encyclopaedic erudite the Byzantine empire produced. John
the Grammarian, patriarch from 837 to 843, was another of these persons. John, who had laid the theological
foundations for the renewal of iconoclasm in 815, was reputed among his contemporaries to be well versed in
the science of the ancients. He had also taught the emperor Theophilus, who came to look upon the promotion of
learning as an important aspect of his reign. The revival of learning culminated in the reestablishment of the
University of Constantinople, housed in the palace of Magnaura and for that reason known as the School of
Magnaura. Caesar Bardas founded and Leo the Philosopher, whose fame as mathematician and master of the
science of antiquity extended as far as Bagdad, headed the school. A number of others, for instance, Constantine
the Philosopher, the apostle of the Slavs, are known to have contributed to the intellectual activity of the period,
but John the Grammarian, Photios, Caesar Bardas and Leo the Philosopher seem to have been the prime movers.
All four were, at least in part, of Armenian descent. Bardas's Armenian origin has already been pointed out; that
of Leo can be inferred from the fact that he was a cousin of John the Grammarian of whose [28] Armenian
origins there can be little doubt (79), and as for Photios, the fact is that his mother, Irene, was the sister of
Arshavir, the Arshavir who had married Calomaria, the sister of Bardas and the empress Theodora (80). These
people appear, of course, thoroughly hellenized. Indeed it would be preposterous to call Photios anything but a
Greek. Yet it may be asked whether their hellenization was not unaffected by their original background, whether
in being absorbed they did not modify the culture which absorbed them.

 



The Armenians in the Byzantine Empire
by Peter Charanis

II.

The number of Armenians subject to the Byzantine empire increased considerably in the period following the
accession of Basil I [866-886] to the throne. This was the result of two developments: the territorial expansion of
the empire eastward and a movement westward by Armenians. The liquidation of the military resistance of the
Paulicians effected finally in 872 by the destructions of Tephrike and the annihilation of the forces of
Chrysochier, the Paulician chieftain, brought about the first important annexation. The Paulicians were a
religious sect which must have included elements of divers ethnic origins, but the Paulician strongholds which
were now incorporated in the empire, were no doubt predominantly Armenian. To be sure, the surviving
Paulicians were dispersed or entered the military organization of the empire to serve elsewhere, but the lands
which they had been forced to abandon were soon to be occupied, under the aegis of the empire, by other
Armenians. Besides, not all of the original inhabitants were removed. The inhabitants of the stronghold of
Taranta, the modern Derende, which came to terms with the empire, certainly stayed and [29] probably also
some of those of Locana (81). Taranta is referred to as an Islamic city, but given its location in Paulician territory
it must have also included Armenians among its inhabitants. As for Locana, it was no doubt inhabited
predominantly by Armenians, for its chieftain was the Armenian Kourtikios (Kourterios) who now, together
with his followers, entered the services of the empire.

Some years later, during the reign of Leo VI (886--912) additional Armenian territory was annexed, when the
Armenian chieftain Manuel was induced to cede his lands, the region known as Tekis, to the empire. Located
between the Euphrates and the Chimishgezek-su and bounded on the south by the Arsanas, Tekis was inhabited
entirely by Armenians. Manuel, accompanied by his four sons, moved to Constantinople where he was showered
with honors; two of his sons were vested with important commands, while the other two were given new
holdings in the neighborhood of Trebizond (82). His former possessions, augmented by the. addition of two
districts, Kelzene and Kamacha, the one taken from the theme of Chaldia, the other from that of Coloneia, and
both Armenian speaking, were organized, sometime between 899 and 912, into the theme of Mesopotamia (83).
The new theme wTas entirely Armenian.

In the meantime, a considerable Armenian element moved westward and settled in the territory formed by the
regions along the upper Tocha-su where the so-called desert of Symposion seems to have been located; the
territory north of Arabisos where several bodies of water join to form the Pyramos river (Gaihan-su) and where
the old fortress of Lycandos was most probably located; and the territory finally along the upper Karmalas river
(Zamanti-sii) where at a high point near the river, not far from Azizie, the Ariaratheia of the Greeks, on the road
which went from Caesarea to Gurun and thence to Melitene, the fortress of Tzamandos was built (84). The
initiative in this settlement was taken by several Armenian chieftains, [30] chief among whom, and no doubt the
ablest and most aggressive, was a certain Mleh, the Melias of the Byzantine sources.

Melias had entered the military service of the empire and had fought against the Bulgarians in the battle of
Bulgarophygon in 896, but subsequently fell in disfavor and fled to the Arabs in Melitene. Some years later,
Melias and four other Armenian chieftains, three of them brothers, who were with him in Melitene, were granted
permission to return to the empire and were put in command of certain frontier districts, located in the territories
referred to above. But as the four other Armenian chieftains soon passed from view--one was killed fighting the
Arabs, another was exiled and nothing more is said of the two brothers of the latter--it was really Melias who
reclaimed the country, whose grassy valleys, so favorable for the raising of cattle, are especially noted, and
settled it with Armenians. It was he also who rebuilt the old fortress of Lycandos and founded the new one of
Tzamandos. He was given the title of patrician, then that of magister and when about 914 the regions which he



reclaimed were erected into a theme, the theme of Lycandos, he was made its first strategos or governor.
Throughout the period after his return from Melitene, Melias served the empire loyally and well. His Armenian
following never ceased to increase. By the time he died in 934 the theme of Lycandos, to use the words of
Constantine Porphyrogenitus, was full of Armenians (85).

The number of Armenians within the empire increased still more as a result of the Byzantine offensive along the
eastern frontier, which began about 927. The most decisive event of this offensive in the annexation of new
territory was the capture of Melitene in 934. Melitene was not Armenian country, though, at the time of its
capture, some Armenians may have lived there. It was not long, however, before Melitene became an Armenian
town (86).

The capture of Melitene opened the way for the annexation of several territories across the Euphrates. As some
of these territories belonged to the emir of Melitene, their occupation by Byzantium must have taken place
shortly after the capture of that city. But no precise dates can be given. Included among these territories were:
the country of Khanzit located south of the Arsanas in the loop formed by that river and the Euphrates and
extending eastward in a southerly direction as far as the regions beyond [31] Lake Golgik (Buhairat Sumnin)
where, near the point where the Arghana-su, one of the sources of the Tigris, breaks through the Taurus, the
fortress of Romanopolis was built; the city of Arsamosata (Asmosata, Shimshat), located on the southern banks
of the Arsanas further east, and its surroundings; and the country north of the Arsanas and east of the
Chimishgezek-su. The Khanzit with Romanopolis was added to the theme of Mesopotamia (87), but Arsamosata
and the region east of the Chimishgezek-su were organized into new themes known respectively as the
Asmosaton (88) and Charpezikion themes, though the latter gave way shortly after 949 to the new theme of
Chozanon which seems to have been established about this time and included the same general area (89). The
year 949 saw also an important new annexation. This was Theodosiopolis (Erzerum, Qaliqala) which was made
the center of a new theme consisting of the country about the source waters of the Euphrates and the Araxes
(90). All these territories were Armenian speaking.

To these territories was added in 966 the country of Taron, situated in the regions where the Arsanas is joined by
its tributary, the Qara-su, which rises in the mountains of Nimrud to the west of Lake Van. Its capital was the
city of Mush. The country was ceded, no doubt under pressure, to Byzantium in exchange for other lands located
elsewhere in the empire by the Armenian brothers Gregory and Pancratios (Bagrat) who had inherited it from
their father. The Byzantines probably did not consolidate their position until 975 (91). Taron was, of course,
Armenian country. Meanwhile the westward expansion of the Armenians continued. "During the patriarchate of
Khatchik, patriarch of Armenia", writes the [32] Armenian historian Asoghik, "the Armenian nation scattered
and spread itself to the countries of the west to such an extent that he appointed bishops for Antioch of Syria,
Tarsus of Cilicia, Soulndah (Lulnday) and for all these regions" (92). Soulndah is the fortress of Lulon situated
south of Tyana and commanding the road which wrent through the Cilician Gates (93). It was annexed definitely
by the Byzantines in 876--77.

Khatchik was the Armenian Catholicus from 972--992 (94), but the scattering and spreading of the Armenians
for whom he saw fit to establish new bishoprics began somewhat earlier, a fact which can be established on the
basis of other oriental sources. One of these sources, for instance, while describing the successful campaigns of
Nicephorus Phocas against the Arabs, remarks that many Armenians, having fled to the frontiers of Byzantium,
were settled by the Byzantines, some in Sebasteia of Cappadocia where they "multiplied exceedingly", others in
the fortresses of Cilicia which had been captured from the Arabs (95). This movement of the Armenians was no
doubt encouraged, perhaps even forced, by the imperial authorities in order to repeople the various towns
captured from the Arabs as, for instance, Melitene; Tarsus, captured in 965; Antioch, captured in 969 and others,
which suffered considerable losses in population as the result of the departure of most of the Moslems. It is
known, for instance, that Armenians and Syrian Jacobites were used by Nicephorus Phocas to repeople Melitene
which had become virtually deserted (96). The spread of the Armenians into Byzantine territory in the tenth
century was not restricted to the newly conquered Cilician and Syrian lands but extended, as the mention of
Sebasteia in the reference quoted above indicates, into older provinces including the Cappadocian regions
around Caesarea and Nazianzus where the existence of Armenian settlements in the tenth century has been
confirmed by the investigation of modern scholars (97).



A later oriental source in describing the spread of the Armenians into the Byzantine empire in the tenth century
adds that in all the wars waged by the Romans "the foot soldiers of the Armenians marched and they aided them
greatly" (98). There is nothing in this statement indicating the relative numerical strength of the Armenian
element in the Byzantine army, but the statement does attribute to this element a role of major importance. The
Byzantine army in the tenth century as in all other centuries to the [33] very end of the empire was composed of
different peoples. The army of 50,000 men, for instance, which Bardas Phocas, the father of Nicephorus, the
future emperor, led against Saif al-Daula in 954, consisted, we are told, of Armenians, Turks, Russians, Bulgars,
Slavs and Khazars". To these we may add Georgians (100), converted Saracens (101) and other peoples, who
fought on other occasions and whose numbers were by no means insignificant. Nevertheless, as one examines
the various campaigns of the Byzantine forces in the tenth century, one is struck by the ever presence of the
Armenian element. Armenians participated in every major campaign. They constituted about one-third of the
cavalry sent against Crete in the ill-fated expeditions of 911 and 949, and figured prominently among the forces
of Nicephorus Phocas which succeeded in conquering the island in 960 (102). They are found fighting in Italy
under the elder Nicephorus, grandfather of the conqueror of Crete, during the reign of Basil I, and again in 934
under the patrician Cosmas (103). They fought in the Balkan peninsula as, for instance, in 971 when they
contributed greatly to the victory of John Tzimiskes against the Russians and again in 986 when they served
under Basil II against the Bulgars (104).

It was in the campaigns against the Arabs along the eastern frontiers, however, that the Armenian contingents in
the Byzantine forces stand out most prominently. Their role can hardly be overestimated in the armies of John
Curcuas whose appointment as generalissimo (Domestic of the Schools) of the Byzantine forces in the East in
923 may be said to mark the beginning of the brilliant general offensive against the Arabs. Melias and his
Armenian followers were, for instance, a major factor in the capture of Melitene and the surrounding country in
934 (105). In the multinational army of 50,000 men which Bardas Phocas put in the field in 954 the Armenian
contingents were among the most important. They are said to have suffered the greatest losses in the disaster
which followed (106). The Armenians are much in evidence too in the Cilician and [34] Syrian campaigns of
Nicephorus Phocas (107), and they constituted the principal backers of Bardas Skleros when in 976 he rebelled
against Basil II (108). While it would be going too far to refer to the rebellion of Skleros as an Armenian
national movement, there is no question at all about the Armenian composition of his forces. This prominence of
the Armenian element in the forces of Byzantium along the eastern frontiers was no doubt the basis of the
observation of the modern scholar which we have tried to analyze above that the Armenian (i. e., of Armenian
origin) and the Armenian-speaking element must have been predominant in the Byzantine army from the ninth
century to the Crusades. Predominant indeed it was if by predominant we mean it was more important than any
other national group that served in the Byzantine army.

There is evidence in the sources to the effect that the Armenians serving in the Byzantine army did not constitute
a disciplined lot. They could not be relied on to keep their posts: they often deserted; and they did not always
obey orders (109). As these accusations come to some extent from official sources, they cannot be dismissed
entirely. But lack of discipline often is associated with spiritedness and of the spiritedness, bravery and fighting
qualities of the Armenian soldiers serving in the Byzantine army, there can be no question at all. There can be no
question either about the great contribution which these soldiers made to the brilliant successes of this army in
the tenth and eleventh centuries.

The role of the Armenians in the political and military life of the Byzantine empire, in the late ninth, tenth, and
eleventh centuries appears still more impressive when one examines the leadership which guided the empire
during this period. For virtually every major figure in that leadership was of Armenian origin.

First of all, there is the dynasty, the most brilliant in the history of the empire. The imperial house which ruled
the state throughout this period is known as the Macedonian dynasty, but the term Macedonian as used here has
no ethnic connotations. It refers rather to the place of the birth of Basil I, the founder of the dynasty. Basil was
an Armenian, born in Macedonia where numerous Armenians had been settled. To be sure, there are references
found in Arabic sources which raise the question whether Basil may not have been a Slav. In some of these
references he is called simply a Slav without any further explanations; in others he is called [35] a Slav because
his mother was a Slav (110). Some modern scholars have taken these references seriously and as a consequence



have given to Basil a Slavic or Armeno-Slavic origin (111). But in view of the Byzantine and Armenian
traditions both of which insist on the Armenian origin of Basil, their opinion is more than questionable. As for
the Arabic references, they can best be explained as the result of a confusion arising from the fact that Basil's
birthplace was Macedonia whose inhabitants were regarded by the Arabs as Slavs. That Basil I, the founder of
the most brilliant dynasty of the Byzantine empire, was indeed Armenian and Armenian on both sides, can be
regarded as an established fact (112).

Thus, the dynasty which Basil I founded was Armenian by descent. There was some gossip recorded and passed
on by the chronicles that Basil's successor, Leo VI, was actually sired by Michael III and as a consequence was
not Basil's genuine son. The careful study of this gossip has shown that it has no basis in fact (113), but even if it
were true that Michael III was indeed the father of Basil's successor, that would still make Leo at least partly
Armenian for, as the reader will recall, Michael's mother was the Armenian Theodora.

The Armenian element in the Macedonian dynasty was strengthened by the marriage of Constantine
Porphyrogenitus to Helen, the daughter of Romanus Lecapenus. Thus Basil II, no doubt the ablest military
leader that the Macedonian dynasty produced, had as a grandmother an Armenian lady and as a grandfather an
emperor who was himself the grandson of the Armenian founder of the dynasty. The dynasty was, of course,
hellenized--Byzantinized is perhaps a more appropriate term -- but the form which this hellenization took was no
doubt influenced by its Armenian antecedents, though the extent of this influence is a matter which the historian
cannot really determine.

Three of the ablest emperors of the tenth century were not legitimate members of the Macedonian dynasty, but
they were associated with it and respected the rights of its members to the throne, though in the case of one, he
would have liked, and indeed tried to have his family prevail. Two of these Emperors, Romanus Lecapenus
(919--944) and John Tzimiskes (969--976) are definitely known to have been of Armenian origins.

[36] Romanus Lecapenus is said by the chroniclers to have been born in the Armeniac theme (114), but a
modern scholar places his birth at Lakape (Laqabin), a place south of Melitene; hence his name Lecapenus
(115). He was of obscure origin and of limited, if any, formal education. His father was a certain Theophylact,
called Abastactus, who, as a simple soldier, once saved Basil I from being captured by the Saracens (116). But
the favor which was shown to him as a consequence of this feat apparently did not make him wealthy. In any
case, the son is said to have been poor when he came to Constantinople and entered the naval services of the
empire. But he was able and a good judge of men and so rose in rank until he became governor of the naval
theme of Samos and then Grand Admiral (Drungarius) of the Fleet. The latter position enabled him to prevail in
the struggle for power which took place during the minority of Constantine Porphyrogenitus, the son of Leo VI.
In December 919 he was crowned Emperor to rule with young Constantine. Meanwhile, his daughter Helen was
married to the young Emperor. Thus did this rustic Armenian become emperor and his daughter the wife of an
emperor, himself the grandson of another Armenian. But this was not all. Romanus had four sons, three of them,
Christopher, Stephen and Constantine, he raised to the throne to be his associates; the fourth, Theophylact, he
eventually made patriarch. Thus, church and state fell completely into the hands of the son and grandsons of the
simple Armenian soldier who had served under Basil I and whose granddaughter besides was married to the only
surviving descendant of that Emperor. Though the son and grandsons of this Armenian eventually fell from
power, his granddaughter, as the wife of Constantine Porphyrogenitus, remained Empress and gave to the empire
its next Emperor, the man who sired the great Basil II (117).

Quite different was the background of John Tzimiskes. He is said to have been born in the Armenian district of
Khozan in a place called after him, Chemshkacagh (118). John Curcuas, the commander (Domestic) of the
Hikanatoi who served under and plotted against Basil I (119), was Tzimiskes' direct ancestor. The name of
Tzimiskes' father is not known, but his [37] grandfather was Theophilos, an able provincial governor and
military commander who distinguished himself in the wars against the Arabs during the reign of Romanus
Lecapenus. Theophilos' brother was no other than the Armenian John Curcuas, the brilliant generalissimo
(Domestic of the Schools) of the Byzantine forces in the East during the same period. Thus, Tzimiskes, one of
the truly great soldier-emperors of Byzantium, belonged by birth to a distinguished Armenian family which had
established itself among the military aristocracy of Byzantium. And through marriage he was related to other
great families. His first wife Maria, who died before he became Emperor, was the daughter of Bardas Skleros, a



member of an illustrious family of Armenian descent (120). Through his mother he was related to the Phocades,
one of the most powerful Byzantine families in the tenth century (121). His second wife was Theodora, the
daughter of Constantine Porphyrogenitus and the Armenian Helen (122). It was his marriage to Theodora that
gave to his occupation of the imperial throne an air of legitimacy. He had come to the throne through murder, a
murder for which he was not innocent, but he added greatly to its lustre and preserved it for the grandsons of
Constantine Porphyrogenitus, the great Basil II and his much less capable brother, Constantine VIII.

The third Emperor of the tenth century who was not a legitimate member of the Macedonian dynasty but was
associated with it was Nicephorus Phocas (963--969), another of the truly great soldier-emporors of the empire.
Phocas belonged to one of the most distinguished Byzantine families of the tenth century. Of the beginnings of
this family nothing is known. The name Phocas appears as early as the fifth century; it is also attested for the
sixth century; and there is of course, the Emperor Phocas, apparently of Cappadocian origin, who overthrew
Maurice and was in turn overthrown by Heraclius early in the seventh century (123). But there is no evidence
connecting the great tenth century family with any of these early Phocades. To be sure there was a tradition in
Byzantium that the Phocades of the tenth century were an old family, and this tradition, apparently sponsored by
the family, connected them with the descendants of the great house of the Fabii, who, it was said, had originally
been brought to Constantinople, along with other distinguished families, by Constantine the Great (124). But no
evidence corroborating this tradition exists. The fact of the matter is that the first known member of this family
does not go further back than the second half of the ninth century.

[38] This was a certain Phocas, Cappadocian, i. e., born in Cappadocia, by origin, who became noted for his
strength and courage and whom Basil I appointed turmarch (125). Phocas had a son, Nicephorus by name, who
as a young man attracted the attention of Basil I and so became a member of that Emperor's immediate
entourage. This was the beginning of a brilliant career which extended well into the reign of Leo VI and in the
course of which Nicephorus distinguished himself as provincial governor and general commander in the field
(126). His two sons Bardas and Leo followed in his footsteps. Leo, in his bid for the throne during the minority
of Constantine Porphyrogenitus, lost out to Romanus Lecapenus (127), but Bardas continued to serve the empire
for many years. He was the father of the Emperor Nicephorus Phocas (128).

Thus the Phocades were by origin natives of Cappadocia where their possessions were also located. In
Cappadocia in the ninth century the Greek-speaking element no doubt predominated (129), a fact which, when
taken in conjunction with the Greek name of the family, suggests a Greek origin for the Phocades. But this is not
the view that has come to prevail. In the opinion of Adontz who is followed by Grégoire, the Phocades, like
many other great families of Asia Minor in the tenth century, were Armenians. Their argument, based really on
the fact that the Armenian name of Bardas was used by virtually every generation of the family, has something
to recommend it. For in Byzantium where the tendency was definitely toward hellenization and changes in name
assumed Greek forms, the retention of a non-Greek name should only mean that the person who bore it was, if
not entirely, at least in part of non-Greek origins.

Now, among the Phocades there are two given names wrhich appear frequently and with a remarkable regularity:
Nicephorus and Bardas, the first Greek, the second Armenian. Thus Nicephorus Phocas, the famous general who
served under Basil I and Leo VI, named one of his sons Bardas, the other Leo. Bardas in turn named his sons,
one Nicephorus. the future Emperor, the other Leo. The Emperor Nicephorus had a son who died before his
father became Emperor, whose name was Bardas (130). Had the boy grown to manhood and sired a son, he
would have named him, no doubt, Nicephorus. The brother of the Emperor Nicephorus, Leo, had a numerous
family. One of his sons was named Nicephorus, another Bardas, the famous Bardas Phocas who rebelled against
Basil II. This Bardas Phocas had a son Nicephorus who in turn named his son Bardas (131). [39] When we next
hear of the Phocades, it is in connection with the Emperor Botaneiates (1078--1081) who claimed descent from
the Phocades and whose given name was Nicephorus (132).

It is quite obvious that in their use of the names of Bardas and Nicephorus the Phocades followed a pattern
which consisted in this: that grandfather and grandson usually bore the same name. And if we may judge from
this pattern the first Phocas, the man who was named turmarch by Basil I, whose given name is not known, most
probably was called Bardas, his father, judging from the name of his son, probably Nicephorus.



The frequency and regularity with which these names were used among the Phocades represents quite obviously,
an important family tradition. And this tradition is perhaps not unrelated to the ethnic origin of the family. The
Phocades of the tenth century were most probably of mixed origin. One side of them was Greek or deeply
hellenized, the other side was Armenian. Which side was Greek and which side was Armenian is, of course,
impossible to say with any degree of certainty, but judging from the name of the family, the Greek side was
probably the male one. Some Nicephorus Phocas, perhaps the father of the Phocas who was named turmarch by
Basil I, married into an Armenian family whose head was a Bardas and so founded the great family of the tenth
century.

This view, based entirely on the names used by the family, finds some corroboration in the tradition concerning
the origin of the family to which reference has already been made. According to this tradition the Phocades, it
will be recalled, descended from the Fabii whom Constantine the Great had brought to Constantinople. But that
was only one side; the other side was Iberian in origin, going back to the Iberians whom Constantine, we are
told, had brought from the west and settled in the country once inhabited by the Assyrians, then by the Medes
and afterwards by the Armenians (133). Is this a cryptic allusion to the Armenian origin of one side at least of
the Phocades? It may be so interpreted especially since the Armenian name of Bardas was so frequently and
with such a regularity used by them.

The Phocades then, if not entirely Armenian in origin were at least partially so. That means, of course, that
Nicephorus Phocas, one of the three emperors of the tenth century who were not legitimate members of the
Macedonian dynasty, but were associated with it, was also at least partially Armenian in origin.

Thus, every emperor who sat on the Byzantine throne from the accession of Basil I to the death of Basil II (867-
-1025) was of Armenian or partially Armenian origin. But besides the emperors there were many [40] others
among the military and political leaders of Byzantium during this period who were Armenians or of Armenian
descent. Included among these were some of the ablest military commanders and administrative functionaries in
the history of Byzantium. Some of these commanders and officials belonged to families of Armenian origin long
established in the empire; others were new arrivals; while still others, though appearing for the first time, may
have had established antecedents about which nothing is known.

No doubt the ablest Byzantine commander in the field during the first half of the tenth century was the Armenian
John Curcuas. Curcuas belonged to a well-to-do family established in the empire for some time. He was related
to a metropolitan of Gangra, Chistopher by name, who is said to have directed his early education. His
grandfather, named also John, was the Curcuas wrho, as commander (Domestic) of the Hikanatoi served under,
and plotted against, Basil I (134). The younger John Curcuas came into prominence with the rise to powrer of
Romanus Lecapenus. Appointed generalissimo (Domestic of the Schools) of the Byzantine forces in the East in
923, Curcuas served in that capacity for more than twenty-two years in the course of which he was almost
continuously engaged against the Arabs and almost always with striking success (135). Almost as able and
equally accomplished was his brother Theophilos, who, as it has already been observed, was the grandfather of
the Emperor John Tzimiskes. John Curcuas was removed from his command in 944 and was replaced by the
patrician Pantherios, who, as a relative of Romanus Lecapenus, was probably also of Armenian origin (136).
Descendants of John Curcuas were prominent in the political and military life of the empire throughout the rest
of the tenth and the beginning of the eleventh century (137).

Romanus Lecapenus turned also to a member of a family of Armenian origin long established in the empire for
his chief naval commander. This was the patrician Alexius Mushele whose family was already prominent at the
beginning of the ninth century. Alexius was named Admiral (Drungarius) of the fleet and as such, participated in
the wars against the Bulgarian Symeon in which he lost his life (138). Meanwhile Romanus had married one of
his daughters to a member of the Mushele family, perhaps to Alexius himself, thus strengthening the Armenian
element in the family. Born of this union was the magister Romanus Mushele who served [41] as governor of the
Opsikian theme during the reign of Constantine Porphyrogenitus following the overthrow of the Lecapeni and
whose possessions in the region of Philomelion were so vast that Basil II saw fit to seize them (139). Basil's act
apparently impoverished the family. To the Mushele family belonged also perhaps the Armenian Alexius who
served as governor of Cyprus during the reign of Basil I (140). Alexius was the favorite name in this family.



The Mushele family is also referred to as that of the Krenitae. The name Krenites is used for the first time in
connection with the Alexius Mushele who, as has already been observed, was married to Maria, the daughter of
the Emperor Theophilus. But the name was apparently older, for we are told that Alexius occupied the houses of
Krenitissa, i. e., the houses of the lady of the family of Krenites. Whether the Krenitae were identical writh the
main Mushele family or were a branch of it is not quite clear. In any case, they were of Armenian origin. A
number of them are known to have occupied important positions. These include: George, Procopius, Arotras,
Arotras' son Abessalom, and Paschal. George served under Leo VI and was charged by him to pursue Samonas
(141) when the latter escaped. Procopius commanded the Byzantine troops sent against the Bulgarian Symeon in
894; he was defeated and killed. Arotras, a protospatharius, served as governor of the Peloponnesus and of
Hellas during the reign of Romanus Lecapenus; Abessalom was implicated in the unsuccessful attempt in 913 of
Constantine Ducas to seize the throne; he was blinded and exiled. Paschal served as the Byzantine governor of
Longobardia during the reign of Romanus Lecapenus. Paschal also, as imperial ambassador to Hugh of
Provence, negotiated the marriage between Hugh's daughter and the young son of the Emperor Constantine
Porphyrogenitus. There is another Krenites, referred to simply as protospatharius, who was used by Romanus
Lecapenus as interpreter in his negotiations with the Armenian princes of Taron. Who this Krenites was is
impossible to say, but the information about him that he was an interpreter in negotiations with Armenian
princes is interesting, for it shows, as Adontz has remarked, that the Krenitae, though long established in the
empire, still spoke Armenian. The family seems to have retained its prominence past the middle of the eleventh
century (142).

[42] The Skleroi, whose first known member, as had already been pointed out, was governor of the
Peloponnesus at the beginning of the ninth century, was another established Armenian family of major
importance in the political and military life of the empire in the tenth century. The patrician Nicetas Skleros
served under Leo VI and was entrusted with the task of inciting the Hungarians against the Bulgarian Symeon, a
task which he successfully carried out (143). No doubt the most famous member of the family was Bardas
Skleros. As generalissimo of the Byzantine forces in the east during the reign of Tzimiskes (144), Bardas
distinguished himself in the field, but he is better known for his revolt against Basil II, a revolt in which, as has
already been pointed out, his forces were predominantly Armenian, and which almost brought him on the throne
(145). The Skleroi were related by marriage to other powerful families. Bardas' sister Maria was married to John
Tzimiskes; his brother Constantine, to a Phocas, niece of the emperor Nicephorus, and sister of Bardas Phocas,
Skleros' antagonist (146); and his own grandson Basil, to a member of the Argyri, Pulcheria, the sister of
Romanus, who later became emperor (147). The Skleroi were politically influential throughout the eleventh
century. A Skleros was involved in the revolt of the military which put Issac Comnenus on the throne in 1057
(148); another took part in the conspiracy of the Anemas family against Alexius Comnenus (149).

Reference has already been made to the magister Stephen, the son of Calomaria and the Armenian Arshavir, who
served as a member of the regency appointed to guide the state during the minority of Constantine
Porphyrogenitus (150). But more important in the central administration of the empire were two other
personages of Armenian or partially Armenian descent. One was Stylianos Zaoutzes, the other was Basil the
paracoemomenos. Zaoutzes was an Armenian born is Macedonia whom we first find in the entourage of Basil I.
He was apparently one of Basil's most trusted courtiers for just before he died he committed to Zaoutzes "the
direction of all matters, ecclesiastical and political". Under Leo VI he became the most powerful imperial
minister, directing indeed "all matters, [43] ecclesiastical and political" (151). The title of basileopator, 'father of
the emperor', was expressly created for him even before his daughter Zoe, who was the mistress of Leo VI,
became Leo's wife (152). His death early in 896 was followed not long afterwards by that of this daughter. His
family, threatened now with loss of power, plotted against the government but their plot was discovered and they
were destroyed (153). It was this plot of the family of Zaoutzes that first brought into prominence the Saracen
Samonas, one of the most remarkable personages in the intelligence service of the imperial government.

Basil the paracoemomenos was the illegitimate son of the emperor Romanus Lecapenus who, as the reader
already knows, was an Armenian. His mother was a Slav (154). Introduced into the government during the reign
of Constantine Porphyrogenitus Basil became, beginning with the reign of Nicephorus Phocas, the real director
of the civil administration of the empire. He was particularly effective during the early years of the reign of Basil
II when his intelligence and cunning enabled the young emperor to weather the various storms which threatened



him with destruction. Basil was indeed very greedy, but he was not only an able administrator, but also a
statesman (155).

A number of personages, active during the late ninth and early part of the tenth century may have also been of
Armenian origins. Included among these was Leo, surnamed Apostyppes, who, as governor of Macedonia, was
sent in command of his troops to fight against the Saracens in Italy in 880. The failure of the campaign resulted
in his disgrace and exile. It is on the basis of the names of his sons, Bardas and David, that one may suppose that
he was Armenian (156). Another, this one certainly an Armenian, was Adrian the patrician. Adrian must have
been a person of some importance, for Romanus Lecapenus married his son Constantine to his daughter (157).
Still another was Gregoras Iberitzes, who was Domestic of the Schools in 906--907. Iberitzes was the father-in-
law of Constantine Ducas and was implicated in the revolt attempted by the latter in 913 to seize control of the
government (158). Implicated in the same revolt was another personage, Constantine Lips, who, judging from
the name of his son Bardas, was probably also an Armenian. This Bardas, a patrician, was [44] involved in the
plot to overthrow Romanus II in 961. Lips had another son, named also Constantine, who bore the title of
anthypatos and patrician and was the great Hetaeriarch during the reign of Constantine Porphyrogenitus (159).
Kourtikes, known definitely to have been an Armenian and about whom more will be said below was also a
partisan of Ducas (160). Indeed among the known partisans of Constantine Ducas there are so many who seem
to have been Armenian that one may raise the question whether that powerful Byzantine family may not have
been of Armenian origin (161).

Among the Armenians who entered the services of the empire toward the end of the ninth century and
established a place for themselves and their families, the most famous no doubt was Mleh, the Melias of the
Byzantines. Of this Melias and his activities along the eastern frontier reference has already been made. Melias
was indeed a great figure whose deeds were later attributed to Digenes Akrites, the hero of the Byzantine epic in
which, as Melimentzes, Melias himself appears as one of Digenes' opponents. Melias died in 934, but he
apparently left a son who also distinguished himself in the service of the empire, first as provincial governor and
finally, under John Tzimiskes, as Domestic of the Schools. He died before Amida in 973. It is this Melias who is
represented in a fresco in one of the churches in Cappadocia not far from Caesarea, where he is referred to as
magister (162). What happened to the family after 973 is not known; but it is interesting to observe that there
were still at the beginning of the twentieth century heterodox tribes in the region of Adana and Tarsus which
bore the name of Melemenjii (163).

Reference has also been made to another Armenian who entered the services of the empire in the last quarter of
the ninth century. This was Kourtikios, called more often Kourtikes, who it will be recalled, was the chieftain of
the fortress of Locana which he turned over to the empire following the destruction of Tephrike in 872 and,
together with his Armenian followers, entered the services of the empire. It was this Kourtikes, no doubt, who as
one of the commanders of the Byzantine troops sent against the Bulgarian Symeon in 894 lost his life (164). But
he had already established his family in the political and military life of the empire. For a Kourtikes, probably
the son of the chieftain of Locana, was, as has already been observed, a partisan of Constantine Ducas and died
in his [45] attempt to seize power in 913 (165). A Manuel Kourtikes helped to dethrone Romanus Lecapenus in
944 and was later made patrician and Drimgarius of the Watch by Constantine Porphyrogenitus (166). Some
years later a Michael Kourtikes was a naval commander and sided with Bardas Skleros in his revolt against Basil
II (167). Thus, throughout the tenth century the Kourtikes family played a role of some importance in the
political and military life of the empire. This role continued into the eleventh century.

A high water mark of the Byzantine offensive on the eastern front in the second half of the tenth century was the
capture of Antioch in 969. The commander of the Byzantine troops which took this famous Syrian city was
Michael Bourtzes (168). Bourtzes was an Armenian. In 976 he was named Duke of Antioch, but soon after
joined the rebellious forces of Bardas Skleros, bringing along with him a contingent of Armenians. But by 992
we find him Duke of Antioch again. Meanwhile he had established his family in the political and military life of
the empire. His elder son was already, as early as 976, active as military commander. The Bourtzes family
remained prominent in the political and military life of the empire throughout the eleventh century. They seem to
have been particularly active during the reign of Alexius Comnenus (169).



Another Armenian family active in the military life of the empire in the late tenth and eleventh century, was that
of Theodorokanos. The first known member of this family was the patrician Theodorokanos who served as
general in the Bulgarian wars of Basil II. When he retired from active life in 1000--1001 because of old age, he
was governor of Philippopolis. The last knowrn member of the family, probably the grandson of the patrician
Theodorokanos, was Constantine who died shortly after 1077. He had opposed Nicephorus Bryennios in his
attempt to become emperor, was captured by him and was sent into exile wrhere he died. The other two
members of the family known, George and Basil, were no doubt sons of the patrician. They both held important
commands (170).

The Dalassenoi, one of the more prominent Byzantine families in the eleventh century, may also have been of
Armenian origin. The first known member of this family was Damianos whom we find Duke of Antioch in 995.
He was killed in 998 fighting the Saracens. His four sons [46] occupied important positions in the military and
administrative organization of the empire. One of them, Constantine, apparently a popular figure, was twice
considered for the throne, once in 1028 at the time of the death of Constantine VIII and again in 1042 following
the overthrow of Michael V. His daughter became the wife of Constantine Ducas, the future Emperor. Another
female member of the family, a descendant of Theophylact, a son of Damianos, became the mother of Alexius
Comnenus. The family originally came from Dalassa, a place which, according to Adontz who has written the
history of the family, was an Armenian center located in the montainous region to the east of Melitene known as
Claudia. It is on this ground that he gives to the family an Armenian origin. His argument, if not entirely
convincing, is, nevertheless, impressive (171).

Adontz has written the history of another Byzantine family, this one certainly of Armenian origin (172). The
Armenian district of Taron, it will be recalled, was ceded to the empire by the brothers Gregory and Pancratios
(Bagrat) who were given other lands located elsewhere in the empire. Discontented with this arrangement at
first, the Taronite brothers joined Bardas Skleros in his rebellion, but were subsequently reconciled with Basil II,
were entrusted with important commands, and established themselves in the military and administrative life of
the empire. The family of Gregory particularly prospered. His son Ashot was married to the daughter of the
Bulgarian King Samuel. Ashot's descendants intermarried with the Melissenoi and the Comneni, two of the most
prominent Byzantine families of the eleventh century (173). They are known to have held important positions
down to the middle of the twelfth century.

A branch of the Taronites, the Tornikios family, survived still longer, holding important military and
administrative positions down to the beginning of the fourteenth century. We first meet with members of this
family in 945 when a Nicolas and Leo Tornikios helped Constantine Porphyrogenitus to eliminate the Lecapeni
from the throne. It is not until the eleventh century, however, that we find members of this family occupying
important military posts. In 1047 one of them, Leo Tornikios, attempted to seize the throne. His failure was less
heroic than that of another Armenian, George Maniakes, the famous general, who had attempted the same thing
several years earlier (1042) (174). The John Tornikios who aided the [47] imperial forces at the time of the
rebellion of Bardas Skleros belonged to the Georgian branch of the family, in its origins also Armenian (175).

Among those who supported Bardas Skleros at the time of his rebellion there was a certain Sachakios
Vrachamios. Vrachamios was at the time, according to one source, an army general, according to another, the
head of an important bureau. In any case, he was an important personage, already active during the reign of John
Tzimiskes. A number of other persons, belonging to the same family and occupying positions of some
importance, are known, but as all the information at our disposal is derived from seals, not much can be said
about them. There is one, however, who figures prominently in the literary sources. This is Philaretus who,
following the Byzantine disaster at Mentzikert in 1071, carved out a principality for himself in the Taurus
mountains which was eventually extended to include the cities of Melitene, Antioch and Edessa. His forces
consisted almost entirely of Armenians. The Vrachamios family was, of course, Armenian in origin (176).

In this analysis of the Armenian element in the leadership of the empire for the period under consideration, a
number of other personages of Armenian origin might have been mentioned. For instance, the Machitars who
appear in the service of the empire during the last quarter of the tenth century--the first Machitar seems to have
been governor of Lycandos sometime after 973--and continued until the end of the eleventh century (177), or,
the Kekaumenoi who produced two important personages in the eleventh century, Katakalon, one of the ablest



Byzantine generals of the period, and the author Kekaumenos, the able and wise provincial administrator, whose
work is no doubt the most original political treatise in the literature of Byzantium (178). One might mention also
the Georgian-Armenian families of Apocapes and Pacurianus, members of both of which [48] are known to have
held important positions in the eleventh century (179). Enough has been said, however, to show how important
the Armenian element was among those who directed the destiny of the empire during what was the most
brilliant period in its history.
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III.

[48] In their relations with Armenian chieftains the Byzantines developed the practice of having them yield their
possessions to the empire in return for lands located elsewhere in the empire and also for titles and offices. It
was an effective way, at least in some instances, of extending the frontier eastward and at the same time
integrating recalcitrant elements into the military and political life of the empire. The practice may already be
noted under Basil I when, it will be recalled, the Armenian Kourtikios who turned Locana over to the empire,
was given a place in the military organization of the empire. It may be noted under Leo VI when another
Armenian chieftain, Manuel, ceded Tekis to the empire. Manuel, it will be recalled, moved to Constantinople
where he was showered with honors while two of his sons were given new holdings in the region of Trebizond
and the other two, important military commands. It was in this way too that the district of Taron had been
definitely annexed to the empire in 966. The dispossessed princes were not always happy writh the new
arrangement but they usually ended, as it has been pointed out above in connection with the Taronites, by
integrating themselves into the military and political life of the empire.

This practice was applied on a large scale during the reign of Basil II and resulted in the annexation by the
empire of virtually all Armenia. In most instances, the cessions were induced under pressure and not
infrequently force was required to bring about actual annexation.

The first important annexation thus made was the domain of the Curopolates David, a Georgian potentate of
Armenian origin. The region [49] known as the Taik constituted the core of his territories, but the latter extended
from Manzikert, north of Lake Van, to Erzerum on the upper Euphrates and northward to the district of Kola and
Artans, northwest of Kars. David had aided Basil II at the time of the revolt of Bardas Skleros, but some years
later he sided with Bardas Phocas when the latter rose in revolt against the same Emperor (987). It was no doubt
in order to escape the vengeance of the victorious Emperor that David made him his heir so that when he died in
1000, apparently the victim of poison, administered perhaps at the instigation of the Emperor, his realm was
annexed to the empire and became the theme of Iberia (180).

The annexation of Taik was followed some years later (1022) by that of Vaspurakan. Vaspurakan, which
extended from Lake Van to the Araxes and to the chain of mountains which today separates Turkey from Iran,
was ceded to the empire apparently because its king, Senacherim, was no longer able to withstand the various
foreign and internal pressures, especially the invasion of the Seljuk Turks. The newly annexed country was
organized into a catepanate, i. e., a frontier province (181).

The annexation of Vaspurakan had hardly been completed when Basil II received a bequest which resulted
eventually in the acquisition of another important Armenian territory. The bequest came from Sempad (Smbat)
of Ani, King of Greater Armenia who, having sided with Georgi, the King of the nascent Georgian feudal
monarchy, against Basil, had become rather uneasy concerning the intentions of the Byzantine Emperor. Its
substance was that while Sempad would continue to rule his realm until his death, the Byzantine emperor was to
be his successor. When Sempad died in 1041, however, he was succeeded by his nephew Gagik who, while
ready to acknowledge the suzerainty of the emperor, refused to turn his kingdom over to the empire. But the
pressures which were brought to bear against him were in the end too strong and he was forced to abdicate.
Thus, Ani and the Kingdom of Greater Armenia were annexed to the empire in 1045 (182). About the same time
Gregory Pahlavuni, a learned Armenian better known as Gregory the Magister, yielded to the empire the
stronghold of Bgni, located some distance to the east of Ani on the [50] Churastan (Hurastan) river (183). And in
1064 Gagik, prince of Kars, also ceded his possessions to Byzantium (184).



Thus virtually all Armenia had now become an integral part of the Byzantine empire. The newly acquired land
was, of course, inhabited predominantly by Armenians. There were also some Georgians and perhaps elements
of other nationalities, but there were no Greeks. This at least, is the impression given by the statement of a native
of the theme of Cappadocia, obviously Greek-speaking, who had migrated to Taik about the middle of the
eleventh century. "I became an emigrant", he writes, "and I went a distance of one and one-half weeks from my
fatherland. And I settled among alien nations with strange religion and tongue". Among the "alien nations" to
which he alludes, he mentions only the Armenians (185).

The Armenian princes whose territories were annexed were settled and given lands elsewhere in the empire.
Thus Senacherim, the former king of Vaspurakan, together with his three sons, was settled in Sebasteia where he
was given extensive possessions. Other lands located in Larissa on the upper Tochma-su, Abara or Amara,
placed by Honigmann on the road from Sebasteia to Melitene, somewhat to the northeast of the latter. and
Gabadonia, today Develi, south of Caesarea, were also given to him (186). Gagik, the former king of Ani, was
given extensive new possessions in the themes of Cappadocia, Charsianon and Lycandos (187). Gregory
Pahlavuni and Gagik of Kars were also similarly rewarded. The new lands given to Gregory were located in the
theme of Mesopotamia (188), while those of Gagik of Kars were scattered in various places, some located at
Tzamandos, others at Larissa and still others at Amasia and Comana. Gagik fixed his residence at Tzamandos
(189). The Armenian princes were also honored with important titles. Senacherim was named patrician (190),
Gagik of Ani, magister (191), Gregory Pahlavuni magister and dux of Mesopotamia and in addition was
entrusted with the administration of a part of Taron, Sasun and Vaspurakan (192).

The displaced Armenian princes took along with them to their new domicile, besides their families, a numerous
retinue consisting primarily [51] of their nobility and the latter's following. So numerous indeed was the nobility
that followed their princes that their going is said to have emptied Armenia of the most valiant elements of its
population. The Greeks, wrote Matthew of Edessa, "Dispersed the most courageous children of Armenia" (193).
"Their most constant care was to scatter from the orient all that there was of courageous men and valiant
generals of Armenian origin" (194). Of the actual number involved in this displacement no figure can be given.
The national Armenian historian Tchamtchian puts those who followed Senacherim to his new domicile at
400,000 (195) and this figure has been repeated by others (195), but there is nothing in the existing sources
which bears this figure out. All that we have is the figure of a medieval Armenian historian who says that
Senacherim was followed by 16,000 of his compatriots, not counting the women and children (197). But
whatever the final figure, there can be little doubt that the number of Armenians who left their homes and settled
elsewhere in the empire was a large one. The repeated raids of the Seljuk Turks which began in earnest about
this time increased this number still more, and gave to the movement of the Armenians away from their native
homes the aspect of a mass migration. The chroniclers who report this movement no doubt exaggerate in their
descriptions (198), but their accounts, after allowance has been made for this exaggeration remain nevertheless
impressive. Armenians by the thousands left their homeland and went to settle in northern Syria, in Cappadocia,
and in Cilicia where they laid the basis for the foundation later in the eleventh century of new Armenian
principalities and, toward the end of the twelfth century, of the feudal kingdom of Little Armenia.

When the Armenians began to move into Cappadocia, Cilicia, and northern Syria sometime after the middle of
the tenth century, they were, no doubt, as we have already observed, encouraged by the imperial authorities,
anxious to repeople the various towns newly captured from the Saracens, particularly in Cilicia and northern
Syria, which had suffered considerable losses in population as the result of the departure of most of the
Moslems. Their displacement in the eleventh century served a similar purpose, but its primary objective was to
assure the peaceful control of the newly acquired Armenian lands by removing the various elements that might
be a source of trouble. This was traditional Byzantine policy which had often worked. This time, however, it
proved to be one [52] of the major factors in the breakdown of Byzantine authority in Asia Minor. For the
displacement of the Armenians, coming as it did at a time when their homeland was being subjected to the
repeated raids of the Seljuks, had removed the element which, fighting for its native land, might have checked
these raids. But more important, the displacement of the Armenians weakened the position of the empire in the
regions in which they were settled. For, in some of these regions as, for instance, in Cappadocia, their settlement
disturbed the social and ethnic complexion and so created serious tensions, while in others, as for instance,
Cilicia and northern Syria, the new settlers were ready to start separatist movements the moment the opportunity



presented itself (199). What particularly contributed to the development of tension between the Armenian
element and the rest of the population were the ecclesiastical problems which the annexation of the Armenian
lands and the consequent dispersion of the Armenians had created. There had always been heretical groups in
the empire, but orthodoxy, as it finally crystalized, had come to prevail as one of the unifying forces of the
empire--the Greek language and the imperial tradition were the other two--but now for the first time since the
loss of Egypt and Syria in the seventh century there was a powerful religious minority, dominant in certain
regions of the empire, very strong in others. Both church and state were very much concerned about this
situation and, as a consequence, brought pressure to bear upon the Armenians to accept the orthodox point of
view. But the Armenians, whose cultural and national development was strongly associated with their religious
beliefs and practices, resisted stubbornly. As a result, the efforts of the Byzantine church to bring them in line
made of them dubious subjects (200). The Armenian element in the Byzantine army was as dominant as ever,
but one could no longer be sure of its loyalty (201). Equally questionable was the loyalty of the civil population
(202). Still the number of Armenians holding [53] important military commands in the eleventh is as impressive
as that of any other century (203). And if many of them did not integrate themselves definitely into the social,
political, and military life of the empire as in the past it was largely because of the changed political conditions
in Asia Minor.
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IV.

[53] The defeat of the Byzantine army by the Seljuks at the battle of Mentzikert in 1071 coupled with the civil
wars which followed in Byzantium resulted in the definite loss by the empire of eastern and central Asia Minor.
This loss included, of course, the regions inhabited by the Armenians. To be sure a territory of considerable
extent, stretching from Tarsus in Cilicia to the mountainous country of the upper Pyramus (Gaihan) around
Albistan and Marash (Germaniceia) and thence eastward to take in the Mesopotamian regions of the empire
around Melitene. Rumanopolis and Edessa and also into Syria to include Antioch, remained for a while, at least
nominally, under the jurisdiction of the empire. It was in this territory, it will be recalled, that the Armenians,
who had left their homes in connection with the great migration of the late tenth and the eleventh century, had
settled. The territory had been salvaged by the Armenian Philaretus who at the time of the battle of Mentzikert
was in the service of the empire and bore the title of Great Domestic. Philaretus acted at first as an independent
ruler, but, beginning with 1078, he seems to have acknowledged the suzerainty of the Byzantine emperor and
was given in return the title of curopalates (204). It was not long, however, before his domain disintegrated.
Antioch fell to the Turks in 1084; Edessa and Melitene continued for some time longer to be ruled by Armenian
potentates who bore Byzantine titles but who in reality had no effective connections with the empire. But these
too were finally lost. Edessa fell to the Crusaders under Baldwin in 1098 (205); Melitene to the Danishmend
Turks in 1101 (206). Only in Cilicia, where other Armenian chieftains had established themselves (207), were
the Byzantines under the Comneni in the twelfth [54] century able to reassert their authority, but even here,
though Armenian barons might fight in their armies and Armenians might refer to their emperors as "our
emperors" (208), their hold on the Armenian population was always precarious.

It may be said, therefore, that the battle of Mentzikert and the subsequent loss by the empire of eastern and
central Asia Minor brought to an end the great role which, beginning with the end of the sixth century, the
Armenians had played in the political and military life of the empire. But Armenians continued to live in the
empire down to its very end (209). Two colonies of them, for instance, are known to have existed in western
Asia Minor in the thirteenth century. One of them was located near Smyrna, the other around Abydus and in the
valley of the Scamander (210). About the origin of these two colonies nothing definite can be said. The one near
Smyrna may have been old, going back perhaps to the Armenian settlement in the neighborhood of Priene which
is known to have existed in the tenth century. That around Abydus and in the valley of the Scamander, judging
from its bitter hostility to the Greeks, may have been more recent, the result perhaps of the transfer of Armenians
from another region, as that, for instance, which was effected by John II Comnenus when he took Anazarbus in
1138 (211). When after the fall of Constantinople in 1204 Henry of Flanders crossed over into Asia Minor in an
attempt to conquer this region for the Latin empire, the Armenians of this colony flocked to his standards and
helped him take Abydus which he entrusted to an Armenian garrison. When, however, shortly afterwards, Henry
crossed back over into Europe, the Armenians who had taken his side went there also. They followed him
because they feared the vengeance of the Greeks, but in the end they did not escape this vengeance. Settled in
Thrace, they were attacked and destroyed by the Greeks in that region. We are told that the Armenians who had
followed Henry into Europe numbered 20,000 and that they took along with them their wives and children.
Though this figure is, no doubt, an [55] exaggeration, it does serve to indicate that the Armenian colony around
Abydus and in the valley of the Scamander was a numerous one (212).

Armenian colonies continued to exist also in the European provinces of the empire. The Armenians had come
there for trade and other purposes, but primarily through the policy of forced transfers, a policy to which the
Byzantines, as the reader already knows, resorted very frequently. Byzantine historians of the twelfth century
often refer to Armenians inhabiting the country around Philippopolis, especially in order to emphasize their



disloyalty to the empire. Though what these historians had in mind were the Paulicians of this region, many of
whom at this time, were racially not Armenian in origin, there can be no doubt that the population of
Philippopolis and the surrounding country included also Armenians (213). There were Armenians in most of the
large towns of the empire. They were particularly numerous in Constantinople (214) and also in Thessalonica
where they are known to have possessed in the thirteenth century a church of their own (215). But besides the
Armenians who lived in Thessalonica there were others who dwelt in villages nearby. Armenian villages situated
elsewhere in the European regions of the empire are known to have existed at least as late as the end of the
twelfth century. An Armenian village was located in the Rila mountains not far south from Dupnica and
Samokov in Bulgaria; another near Bitolj in the southwestern corner of what is now Serbian Macedonia; and
there were Armenians in the towns of Stromitza and Moglena and along the river Pchinja (216). Though nothing
definite can be said about the origin of these Armenian villages, it is quite possible that they went back to the
period of Basil II, who, it will be recalled, had settled numerous Armenians in Macedonia, some of whom
deserted to the Bulgars (217).

[56] The hostility to the Greeks shown by the Armenians of Abydus at the time when Henry of Flanders tried to
conquer that region was not peculiar to that particular group, but reflects the attitude of the Armenians of the
empire in general. Known instances of the expression of this attitude are very numerous. This has been noted
and commented upon by modern scholars. "The Armenian", writes J. Laurent, "was never able to fraternize
completely with the Greeks. However high he may have risen in the empire, however great his fortunes may
have been, however devoted the services which he may have rendered in the army and in the administration, the
Armenian never became a Byzantine like others. He kept at least for himself and his private life, his language,
his habits, his customs and his national religion; grouped with him were other Armenians, immigrants like him;
instead of hellenizing himself in Greece, he armenized the Greek territories where he settled; he remained in the
Byzantine empire an unassimilated foreign element, which on occasions became dangerous" (218). And
elsewhere in the same paper: "There it is how at the hour of danger, when the Seljuk Turks were depriving the
Byzantine empire of Asia Minor, Byzantium, instead of finding defenders in the Armenians whom it had
established in its territories, saw them stand against it and contribute to the success of its ferocious adversaries"
(219).

Another scholar who himself points out the distrust and dislike of the Armenians for the Byzantine empire has
called this statement "fantastic-nonsense" (220). Runciman touches upon the Armenians only incidentally and as
a consequence, his studies concerning them are less exhaustive than those of Laurent, but his judgment in that
matter is certainly closer to the truth. There is no doubt at all that Greeks and Armenians disliked each other and
that at times this dislike turned into bitter hostility and found expression in atrocious deeds as, for instance, that
of Gagik, the dispossessed king of Ani, who had the Greek bishop of Caesaria seized and put into a sack
together with his large dog and then had his men beat bishop and dog until the maddened animal tore his master
to shreds (221). There is no doubt either, as the reader already knows and later generations among the
Armenians acknowledged (222), that this hostility between Greeks and [57] Armenians was an important factor
in the conquest of Asia Minor by the Seljuk Turks. But to say that "however high he may have risen in the
empire, however great his fortunes may have been, however devoted the services which he may have rendered in
the army and in the administration, the Armenian never became a Byzantine like others" is indeed to talk
nonsense, as anyone who knows something about the role of the Armenians in Byzantine society can readily see.

For something like five hundred years, Armenians played an important role in the political, military and
administrative life of the Byzantine empire. They served as soldiers and officers, as administrators and emperors.
In the early part of this period during the seventh and eighth centuries, when the empire was fighting for its very
existence, they contributed greatly in turning back its enemies. But particularly great was their role in the ninth
and tenth centuries when as soldiers and officers, administrators and emperors they dominated the social,
military and political life of the empire and were largely responsible for its greatness. So dominant indeed was
their role during this period that one may refer to the Byzantine empire of these two centuries as Graeco-
Armenian; 'Graeco', because as always, its civilization was Greek, 'Armenian', because the element which
directed its destinies and provided the greater part of the forces for its defense was largely Armenian or of
Armenian origin. It was a role, moreover, of world-wide historical significance for it was during this period that
the empire achieved its greatest success, when its armies triumphed everywhere, its missionaries spread the



gospel and with it civilization among the southeastern Slavs, and its scholars resurrected Greek antiquity, thus
making possible the preservation of its literature. Herein lies perhaps the most important part of the legacy of the
Armenians to civilization. But while all this may be true, the point should be made and made with emphasis that
the Armenians in Byzantium who furnished it with its leadership were thoroughly integrated into its political and
military life, identified themselves with its interest and adopted the principal features of its culture. In brief, like
many other elements of different racial origins, as, for instance, Saracens, Slavs and Turks, who had a similar
experience, they became Byzantines.
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Preface




[i] In recent years a number of studies on special periods or on individual families, in particular those by  the late Nicolas Adontz, have called attention to the role of the Armenians in the Byzantine empire. The  present book by Professor Peter Charanis is, however, the first in which this question is considered  under its different aspects and over a long period, extending from the reign of Justinian to the  disastrous battle of Mantzikert when the Empire lost Armenia and the greater part of Asia Minor. The  author has carefully investigated the changes which took place in the ethnic formation of the Empire through the establishment of numerous Armenians, some of whom were transplanted by force and settled in different parts of the Asiatic and European possessions, while others came more or less willingly, fleeing from the Arab domination. He has shown their important contribution to the military  might of Byzantium, both as recruits fighting in the ranks of the army, where at times they formed the  dominant element, and also as famous generals. From the ninth to the eleventh century, most of those  who led the armies to victory and contributed to the greatness of Byzantium were of Armenian stock—emperors such as Basil I, Romanus Lecapenus, Nicephorus Phocas, John Tzimisces and Basil II, or  illustrious generals such as Petronas and John Curcuas (or Gourgen).

Professor Charanis has also recalled the prominent role played by the Armenians in the intellectual life  of Byzantium during the ninth century, when Caesar Bardas reorganized the University of  Constantinople at the palace of the Magnaura and placed at its head his compatriot, Leo the  Philosopher, while two of the most famous teachers in it, Photius and John the Grammarian, were partly  or wholly of Armenian descent. It is quite probable that Armenians came there as students, just as at a  much earlier period, during the fourth century, they had gone to Athens to study under the Armenian  rhetor, Prohaeresius, whom Sozomenos calls [ii]
the most celebrated sophist of his age, and to whom, according to his pupil and biographer Eunapius,  the Romans had erected a statue with the inscription "Rome, the queen of cities, to the king of  eloquence."



Some of the leading figures whose origins have been carefully traced by Professor Charanis were recent  arrivals from Armenia, others had lived for a long time within the Byzantine realm and were thoroughly  hellenized. But the persistence with which, generation after generation, the latter retained their Armenian  names clearly indicates that they did not forget their origins, nor perhaps wanted the Byzantines to  forget that they descended from ancient and noble families. In fact, it is primarily by means of these  names that, in many instances, modern scholars have been able to ascertain a nationality which the  Byzantine historians and chroniclers have not always been careful to specify.



The degree of hellenization naturally varied in each case and we have positive evidence that some at  least of the men who held high offices continued to use their mother tongue; one of these was the  protospatharios John who commissioned an Armenian Gospel. The sponsor, about whom we have no  other information, calls himself the proximos of the dux Theodorakanos, who must be the general of  Basil II, governor of Philippopolis, known through Byzantine sources. The manuscript, now in the  Mekhitharist Library in Venice (no. 887), was written and illustrated in 1007 at Adrianople; this shows  not only that the protospatharios himself knew Armenian, but that there was in this city a competent  Armenian scribe who could carry out the wish of his sponsor.



In speaking of the hellenization of the Armenians who held high offices, Professor Charanis adds: "Yet  it may be asked whether their hellenization was not unaffected by their original background, whether in  being absorbed they did not modify the culture which absorbed them."  A similar question can be raised  in connection with certain aspects of [iii] artistic development. Is it mere coincidence that in the  decorative arts of Byzantium the oriental elements are predominant during the ninth and tenth centuries,  that is, in that very period when men of Armenian descent were in virtual control of the Empire, and  when there was, at the same time, a territorial expansion towards the east and a fresh influx of  Armenians? There were no doubt artists and craftsmen among these new arrivals, and they continued to  practise their native crafts; thus Armenian carpets are mentioned in the list of spoils carried away by the  Bulgarian tsar Krum when the Byzantine armies were defeated and the emperor Nicephorus himself was  slain.



In this careful and impartial appraisal of the role of the Armenians in the Byzantine empire, Professor  Charanis has laid the foundation for further investigations, and has given us the most important of his  many valuable contributions to our knowledge of the Byzantine ethnography.



May, 1963

Sirarpie Der Nersessian
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Introduction


The Byzantine Empire was, of course, the continuation of the Roman Empire. The loss of the western provinces and the elimination of the Imperial title in the West in 476 restricted the actual geographical extent of the Roman Empire to the East, including the Balkan peninsula. Here, with the exception of the far interior of the Balkan peninsula, Hellenism had long since come to prevail as the dominant cultural element. But important features of the civilization of the Empire remained basically Roman. This was especially true of its legal system, its administrative machinery, and the organization of the army. A feature also of the Roman Empire which remained as such after the loss of the western provinces was its multinational character. Later, in the seventh century, when the Empire lost some of its eastern provinces, notably Egypt, Palestine, Syria and Armenia, it assumed an aspect more Greek than ever before, but it never really lost to the end of its long history as a great power its multinational character. Its civilization was, of course, basically Greek, and the Greek-speaking element among its population no doubt predominated. But this population included a variety of peoples and some of these peoples were very important.

The following pages are given to an examination of the role in the history of the Empire of one of these peoples: the Armenians. The work was first published in Byzantinoslavica, volume 22 (1961). With some revisions, and thanks to the generosity of the Fundacao Calouste Gulbenkian of Lisbon, Portugal, it now appears in book form. The bibliography which is added at the end consists of references actually used in the composition of the work. It was compiled by my student, Dean Miller.



Peter Charanis

Rutgers University

New Brunswick,  N. J.
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I.


[12]
In his account of the revolt of Thomas the Slavonian (820—823) against the Emperor Michael II (820—829), the Byzantine historian Genesius lists a variety of peoples from whom the armies of the rebel had been drawn: Saracens, Indians, Egyptians, Assyrians, Medes, Abasgians, Zichs, Vandals, Getae, Alans, Chaldoi, Armenians, adherents of the heretical sects of the Paulicians and the Athinganoi (1). Some of these peoples are well known; the identity of others, despite efforts made to determine it, is by no means certain (2). But in any case, their listing by the Byzantine historian illustrates vividly the multiracial character of the Byzantine empire. This was in the ninth century, but the situation was not different for the period before and it would not be different for the period after. The Byzantine empire was never in its long history, a true national state with an ethnically homogeneous population.

Among the various ethnic groups in the Byzantine empire, the Armenians constituted one of the strongest. At the end of the sixth century the Byzantine empire controlled the major part of Armenia. The events of the seventh century, the rise of the Arabs in particular, deprived it of this control, but it still retained some Armenian-speaking lands. The expansion of the empire which began late in the ninth century greatly increased the extent of these lands. By the middle of the eleventh century, all Armenia was in Byzantine hands, though shortly afterwards it was permanently lost to the Seljuk Turks.



The great source of the Armenian element in the Byzantine empire consisted, of course, of the Armenian-speaking lands under its control. Thus in the eighth century, when all Armenia was in Arab hands, the [13] native Armenian population under the control of the empire was not very large; whereas, in the eleventh century when virtually all Armenia was annexed to the empire it was very considerable. But the Armenian element in the Byzantine empire was not restricted to the Armenian lands proper. It found its way into other regions of the empire.



Many Armenians came into the Byzantine empire even when Armenia was under foreign control. They came sometimes as adventurers, but more often as refugees. Thus in 571, following an unsuccessful revolt against the Persians, numerous Armenian noblemen, headed by Vardan Mamikonian and accompanied by the Armenian Catholicus and some bishops, fled to Constantinople (3). Vardan and his retinue entered the Byzantine army; the rest seem to have settled in Pergamon where an Armenian colony is known to have existed in the seventh century. It was from this colony that Bardanes came who, as Phillipicus, occupied the imperial throne from 711 to 713 (4).



The religious ferment in Armenia which in the seventh century gave rise to the Paulician sect had the effect of bringing more Armenians into the Byzantine empire. Armenian Paulicians, driven from their homes sometime before 662, settled in the empire, especially in the region of the junction of the Iris and the Lycus rivers in the territories of the Pontus. Their settlements extended almost as far as Nicopolis (Enderes) and Neocaesarea (Niksar) (5). These were regions where the Armenian element was already considerable. Comana, for instance, is referred to by Strabo as the market of the Armenians (6).



The discontent caused by the Arab conquest of Armenia forced other Armenians to seek refuge in the territories of the empire. Thus, about 700 a number of nakharars [lords] with their retinue fled to the Byzantine empire and were settled by the Emperor on the Pontic frontier. Some of these later returned to Armenia, but others remained (7). More nakharars, completely abandoning their possessions in Armenia, fled to the Byzantine empire during the reign of Constantine V Copronymus (8).  [14] Still more came about 790. It is said they numbered 12,000 and they came with their wives, their children, their retinue and their cavalry. They were welcomed by the Emperor and were granted fertile lands upon which to settle (9). We are not told the location of the lands given to them. As their title implies these refugees belonged to the Armenian nobility, who were sometimes criticised for fleeing the country and thus abandoning the poor to the mercy of the Arabs (10). Mass migrations such as took place in the course of the seventh and eighth centuries seem to have subsided in the ninth, but individual Armenians continued to come into the Byzantine empire to seek their fortunes.



The Armenians, however, did not always come willingly. They were sometimes forcibly removed from their homes and settled in other regions of the empire. Justinian had already resorted to this practice, but the numbers involved were small, perhaps a few families (11). Transplantations on a large scale took place during the reigns of Tiberius and Maurice. In 578, 10,000 Armenians were removed from their homes and settled in the island of Cyprus. "Thus", says Evagrius, "land, which had been previously untilled, was everywhere restored to cultivation. Numerous armies also were raised from among them that fought resolutely and courageously against the other nations. At the same time every household was completely furnished with domestics, on account of the easy rate at which slaves were procured" (12).



A transplantation on a vaster plan was conceived by Maurice and it was partially carried out. Maurice, who may have been of Armenian descent, though this is extremely doubtful (13), found the Armenians extremely troublesome in their own homeland. The plan which he conceived called for the cooperation of the Persian king in the removal from their homes of all Armenian chieftains and their followers. According to Sebeos, Maurice addressed the Persian king as follows: The Armenians are "a knavish and indocile nation. They are found between us and are a source of trouble. I am going to gather 'mine and send them to Thrace; [15] send yours to the East. If they die there, it will be so many enemies that will die; if, on the contrary, they kill, it will be so many enemies that they will kill. As for us, we shall live in peace. But if they remain in their country, there will never be any quiet for us". Sebeos further reports that the two rulers agreed to carry out this plan, but apparently the Persians failed to cooperate, for when the Byzantine emperor gave the necessary orders and pressed hard for their execution, many Armenians fled to Persia (14). The Byzantines, however, did carry out the deportation, though only in part. In ordering this removal, Maurice's real motive was, no doubt, the fact that he needed the Armenians as soldiers in Thrace.



Further deportations and settlement of Armenians in the Byzantine empire, especially in Thrace, are attested for the eighth century. During the reign of Constantine V Copronymus, thousands of Armenians and monophysitic Syrians were gathered by the Byzantine armies during their raids in the regions of Germanicea (Marash), Melitene and Erzeroum and were settled in Thrace (15). Others, also  from the environs of Erzeroum, were settled along the eastern frontiers. These, however, were subsequently seized by the Arabs and were settled by them in Syria (16). During the reign of Leo IV, a Byzantine raiding expedition into Cilicia and Syria resulted in the seizure of thousands of natives, 150,000 according to one authority, who were settled in Thrace (17). These, however, were chiefly Syrian Jacobites, though some Armenians may have also been included. Many of the Armenians settled in Thrace were seized by the Bulgar Krum (803—814) and carried away, but most of them eventually returned. According to tradition, the parents of the future Emperor Basil I and Basil himself were included among these prisoners, but there is reason to doubt the historical accuracy of this tradition (18).



The diverse ethnic groups established in Thrace were reinforced by later arrivals. In the tenth century, during the reign of John Tzimiskes, a considerable number of Paulicians were removed from the frontier regions of the east and were settled in Thrace, more exactly in the country
[16] around Phillippopolis (19). These Paulicians were most probably predominantly Armenians. A little later, perhaps in 988, Armenians were settled also in Macedonia. They were brought there from the eastern provinces of the empire by Basil II in order to serve as a bulwark against the Bulgarians and also to help increase the prosperity of the country (20).



Meanwhile, other Armenians had been settled elsewhere in the empire. Nicephorus I used Armenians, among others, in his resettlement of Sparta at the beginning of the ninth century (21). Some time earlier, about 792, an unsuccessful revolt among the Armeniacs, a corps which was no doubt predominantly Armenian, led to the settlement of a thousand of them in Sicily and other islands (22). In 885 Nicephorus Phocas, grandfather of the tenth century Emperor by the same name, settled a multitude of Armenians in Calabria. These, as Gregoire suggests, may have been of the Paulician faith as Tephrike, the stronghold of that sect, had fallen to the imperial forces only a few years before and the Paulicians had been dispersed (23). Armenians, among others, were also settled in Crete following the recovery of that island in 961 by Nicephorus Phocas, the future Emperor (24). Two Armenian military settlements are known to have existed in western Asia Minor in the tenth century. These were the settlements at Prine and Platanion, which,  according to Constantine Porphyrogenitus, furnished a number of Armenian troops in the expedition against Crete during the reign of Leo VI. Armenians, settled in the Thracesian theme, also participated in the expedition against Crete in 949 (25).



It was through the army that the Armenian element in the Byzantine empire exerted its greatest influence. It is well known that the Armenian element occupied a prominent place in the armies of Justinian. Armenian troops fought in Africa, in Italy and along the eastern front. They were also prominent in the palace guard. Procopius mentions by name no less than seventeen Armenian commanders, including, of course, the great Narses (26). But the Armenians were only one among the different ethnic elements which constituted the armies of Justinian. These elements included many barbarians: Erulians, Gepids, Goths, Huns, Lombards, Moors, [17] Sabiri, Slavs and Antae, Vandals; some Persians, Iberians and Tzanis and among the provincials, Illyrians, Thracians, Isaurians and Lycaonians (27). Under the immediate successors of Justinian, the ethnic  composition of the Byzantine army remained very much the same. "It is said", writes Evagrius,. "that Tiberius raised an army of 150,000 among the peoples that dwelt beyond the Alps around the Rhine and among those this side of the Alps, among the Massagetae and other Scythian nations, among those that dwelt in Paeonia and Mysia, and also Illyrians and Isaurians and dispatched them against the Persians" (28). The figure given by Evagrius may perhaps be questioned, but the rest of his statement in its essentials cannot be doubted. It is confirmed by Theophanes, though the figure he gives is much smaller (15,000) (29). And John of Ephesus reports that following the breakdown of negotiations with Persia (575—577), a force of 60,000 Lombards was expected in Byzantium (30). The same author states: "Necessity compelled Tiberius to enlist under his banners a barbarian people from the West called Goths—who were followers of the doctrine of the wicked Arius. They departed for Persia, leaving their wives and children at Constantinople" (31). In Constantinople, the wives of these Goths requested that a church be allocated to them, so that they might worship according to their Arian faith. Thus, it seems quite certain that the ethnic composition of the Byzantine army under Tiberius remained substantially the same as it had been during the reign of Justinian.



The situation changed in the course of the reign of Maurice, chiefly as a result of the Avaro-Slavic incursions into the Balkan peninsula. These incursions virtually eliminated Illyricum as a source of recruits and reduced the possibilities of Thrace. They cut communications with the West and made recruitments there most difficult. The empire, as a consequence, had to turn elsewhere for its troops. It turned to the regions of Caucasus and Armenia. In the armies of Maurice, we still find some Huns (32) and also some Lombards (33). We find Bulgars too (34). But the Armenian is the element which dominates. In this respect Sebeos is once more a precious source. He writes in connection with the war which Maurice undertook against the Avars after 591: Maurice "ordered to gather together all the Armenian cavalry and all the noble nakharars skilled in war and adroit in wielding the lance in combat. He ordered also a numerous army to be raised in Armenia, an army composed of soldiers of good will and good [18] stature, organized in regular corps and armed. He ordered that this army should go to Thrace under the command of Musele (Moushegh) Mamikonian and there fight the enemy" (35). This army was actually organized and fought in Thrace. Mamikonian was captured and killed (36), whereupon, the raising of an Armenian force of 2,000 armed cavalry was ordered. This force, too, was sent to Thrace (37). Earlier, during the Persian wars, important Armenian contingents under the command of John Mystacon operated on the eastern front (38). In 602 Maurice issued the following edict: "I need 30,000 cavalrymen by way of tribute raised in Armenia. Thirty thousand families must be gathered and settled in Thrace" (39). Priscus was sent to Armenia to carry out this edict, but before he had time to do so the revolution which overthrew Maurice broke out and the edict apparently was not enforced. It is interesting to observe the correlation of the number of cavalry with the number of families which were to be transplanted to Thrace. Each family was obviously intended to furnish one cavalryman and no doubt each family was going to be given some land. Here we have perhaps an indication that Maurice sought to extend the system of military estates in Thrace (40). But, however that may be, it is quite clear that under Maurice, Armenia became the principal source of recruits for the Byzantine army. The same was true under Heraclius, himself of Armenian descent (41) though that Emperor drew heavily also from among the people of the Caucasus—Lazes, Abasgians, Iberians—as well as on the Khazars (42). All throughout the seventh century indeed the Armenians were one of the most prominent elements in the Byzantine army. And if by the end of the seventh century the conquest of Armenia by the Arabs made it difficult to draw upon that country for new recruits, Armenians continued nevertheless to occupy an important position in the army of the empire. This was not only because some Armenian-speaking lands remained within the boundaries of the empire, but also because a considerable number of Armenians had been integrated into its new military organization.



The dominant feature of the new military organization of the empire was the theme system, a new provincial organization, the essential element [19] of which consisted of the army corps permanently stationed in each province and commanded by an officer who served at the same time as governor of the province, exercising both military and civil authority. The troops constituting these provincial or thematic corps were often drawn from different ethnic groups and as a consequence their permanent assignment to any one province contributed in altering the ethnic composition of that province. The provinces brought into existence by the new organization were called themes and differed from the old ones not only in the form of their administration but also in extent and configuration. The theme system, whatever its origin, took definite form in the seventh century (43).



Among the themes of Asia Minor the Armeniakon was one of the most important, in rank second only to the Anatolikon. It was a large territory, comprising in whole or in part six former provinces as these provinces are known to have existed in the sixth century. Cappadocia I and part of Cappadocia II; Armenia I and what was still in the hands of the empire of Armenia II; Elenopontos and Pontos Polemoniakos. It was roughly in the form of a triangle whose angles were located on the Black Sea, the one at Sinope, the other at a point not far to the east of Trebizond, and the third a little to the south of Tyana (44). The theme had been organized perhaps as early as before 622 (45) and remained a unit throughout the seventh and eighth centuries. In the course of the ninth century it was parcelled out into a number of smaller themes. By 863 there were four themes in the place of the previous one: the Armeniakon. a new and much smaller circumscription, the Charsianon, Chaldia and Koloneia. The new theme of Sebasteia, created about 912, was also formed out of territory which had formerly belonged to the Armeniakon.



According to an important source of the tenth century, the original Armeniakon theme was so called because of the neighboring Armenians and the Armenians who dwelled in it (46). This is not to be interpreted to mean of course that the population of the theme was everywhere predominantly Armenian. Along the Black Sea, especially in the region of Trebizond, the Greek-speaking element was certainly the most numerous. In the interior, in the region between the Iris and the Halys and in the loop [20] which the latter river forms; i.e.,  the core of the lands which later came to constitute the small Armeniakon and the Charsianon themes, the old Cappadocian native population, by now deeply hellenized, most probably predominated. There were some Armenians, of course, but they were not in any considerable number. Quite different, however, was the situation in the eastern regions of the theme, the regions which were eventually detached from it to form the themes of Chaldia, Coloneia and Sebasteia. Here the Armenians were very numerous. In Chaldia, along the coastal areas there were many Greeks, of course, but in the interior, in districts such as Keltzine, the Armenian element was very strong. It was strong also  in the lands which later formed the themes of Coloneia and Sebasteia. These lands lay in the most part in Little Armenia [Armenia Minor/P'ok'r Hayk'] where the Armenian language, despite the progress made by Hellenism, never ceased to be spoken (47). Important Armenian elements were also to be found in the region of the Iris-Lycus rivers where Neocaesarea, Comana, Gaziura, Amaseia and Eupatoria were located (48). This region was retained in the smaller Armeniakon theme.



The comparatively strong Armenian element in the population of these eastern themes reflected, and was reflected by, the ethnic composition of their military organization. The military corps of the original Armeniakon theme consisted primarily of Armenians (49). Of the various themes into which it was broken predominantly Armenian were the armies of Coloneia and Sebasteia (50), and no doubt also of the smaller Armeniakon. The Armenian element must also have been considerable in the army of Chaldia.



It has been said that the Armenian element must have predominated in the Byzantine army from the ninth century to the Crusades (51). The statistical information necessary for an exact evaluation of this statement does not exist. There are, however, some figures. They go back to about the middle of the ninth century and are given by Arabic sources. They cannot be regarded therefore, as official. These Arabic sources list thirteen themes altogether, two in Europe and eleven in Asia Minor and give figures of the military strength of each. According to one set of figures the total [21] 
military strength of the thirteen themes mentioned numbered 90,000 (52); according to another set, it numbered 80,000 (53). The combined strength of the Armeniakon, which at this time still included Coloneia and Sebasteia, Charsianon and Chaldia is given in the first case as 23,000 or over twenty-five percent of the total; in the second case as 18,000 or over twenty-two percent of the total. As these armies, particularly those of the Armeniakon and Chaldia, were predominantly Armenian or of Armenian origin and as there were also Armenians in other thematic corps (54), we have perhaps in one or the other of these percentages, a rough indication of the strength of the Armenian element in the army of the empire about the middle of the ninth century. This strength did not, of course, make the Byzantine armies Armenian, but it did give to the Armenians a considerable influence in the military structure of the empire.



 The significance of the Armenian element in the political and military life of the empire may be further seen by the number of persons of Armenian descent who came to occupy influential positions. They served as generals, as members of the imperial retinue, and as governors of provinces (55). Under Heraclius the Armenian Manuel was named praefectus augustalis in Egypt. Armenian generals served the same emperor in the field. One of these, Vahan, was actually proclaimed emperor by his troops just before the battle of Yermuk. He later retired to Sinai and became a monk. Armenian princes in Constantinople were very influential. They even plotted to overthrow Heraclius and to place on the throne his illegitimate son, Athalaric. In 641 it was the Armenian Valentinus Arsacidus who enabled Constans II to assume the throne following the death of his father. Valentinus was put in command of the troops in the East, but shortly afterwards, having failed in a plot to seize the throne for himself, he was executed. Other Armenian generals are known to have served under Constans II. Two of these, Sabour, surnamed Aparasitgan, and Theodore were commanders of the Armeniacs, as the troops stationed in the Armeniakon theme were called. After the violent death of Constans II, the Armenian Mizizius (Mjej Gnouni) was proclaimed Emperor and though he was not able to maintain himself, he should be included
[22] among the emperors of Armenian descent who occupied the Byzantine throne. Later his son John felt strong enough to rebel against Constantine IV, but he too failed and was destroyed. Many Armenians are known to have been prominent in the service of the Empire in the eighth century also. The Armenian Bardanes occupied the throne from 711 to 713. Artavasdos, son-in-law of Leo III and at one time general of the Armeniacs, also tried for the throne, and for a time was actually master of Constantinople. He was ably assisted by other Armenians: his cousin Teridates, Vahtan the patrician, and another Artavasdos. During the brief period when he held Constantinople, he crowned his son Nicephorus co-emperor and made his other son, Nicetas, general of the Armeniacs. The Armeniacs, the vast majority of whom, as has been said, were Armenians, were Artavasdos' strongest supporters. Other eminent Armenians are known to have served the empire under Constantine V Copronymus. Tadjat Andzevatzik, who came to Byzantium about 750, proved to be a successful commander in the course of Constantine's Bulgarian campaigns. Under Leo IV we find him as general of the Bucellarii. He subsequently fled to the Arabs. Another Armenian, the prince Artavazd Mamikonian, who joined the forces of Byzantium about 771, was general of the Anatolikon under Leo IV. More Armenians are mentioned in connection with the reigns of Constantine VI and Irene. Vardas, one time general of the Armeniacs, was involved in a conspiracy to have Leo IV succeeded by his brother Nicephorus and not by his son Constantine. Another Vardas lost his life in the Bulgarian campaign which Constantine VI conducted in 792. Artaseras or Artashir was another Armenian general active during the reign of Constantine VI. Alexius Musele (Moushegh), Drungarius of the Watch and later general of the Armeniacs, seems even to have aspired to the throne. At least he was accused of entertaining this ambition, and was blinded. His family, as we shall see, achieved great distinction in the ninth and tenth centuries. Another great Byzantine family of Armenian descent, the Skleroi, made its appearance in Byzantium at this time or soon thereafter. Leo Skleros, governor of the Peloponnesus at the beginning of the ninth century, is the first member of this family known to us, but the family was already famous. A number of other persons who occupied important positions during the reigns of Constantine VI, Irene and Nicephorus I may also have been Armenians if one may judge from the Armenian name of Vardanes which they bore. These included: Vardanes, patrician and domesticus scholarum; Vardanes, general of the Thracesians; Vardanes, called the Turk, general of the Anatolikon, who made an attempt to overthrow Nicephorus I; Vardanes, called Anemas, a spatharius. Armenian also was the patrician Arsaber who was quaestor under Nicephorus I and who in the unsuccessful plot of 808 to overthrow Nicephorus had been designated the new Emperor.



[23] Illustrious personages of Armenian descent appear frequently also in the annals of the empire in the ninth century. They dominated the imperial throne. Leo V, known as the Armenian, occupied the throne from 813 to 820. He is referred to in one of the sources as digenes, 'twyborn', i.e., born of two races, and these two races are given as Assyrian and Armenian (56). The thorough and careful investigation of all the sources, however, has shown that there is no truth in the tradition (57). Leo was an Armenian who, while still young, had settled in Pidra, an unknown place in the Anatolikon theme, and, like many others of his position, turned to the army for a career and this eventually brought him to the imperial throne. His wife Theodosia, was the daughter of Arsaber (Arschovir), patrician and quaestor, no doubt the Armenian Arsaber who, in the unsuccessful plot of 808 to overthrow Nicephorus, had been designated the new Emperor. Thus Leo V sprang from, and headed, an Armenian family, the Armenian nature of which is further illustrated by the Armenian names which its various members bore (58).



Michael II, the man who in 820 overthrew Leo V, was a semi-hellenized native of the region of Amorion, probably of Phrygian descent (59), but the dynasty which he founded eventually became in part Armenian in blood and fell under the domination of the Armenians. Theodora, the wife of Theophilus, son and successor of Michael II, was a native of Ebissa in Paphlagonia, but she was of Armenian descent at least from her father's side (60). Thus Michael III who succeeded his father Theophilus was partly Armenian. His mother's family dominated his reign. During the early years of his reign, while he was still a minor, the imperial office was provisionally in the hands of his mother Theodora who was assisted by a regency composed of members of her family and Theoctistos, the Logothete of the Course. To be sure, the members of Theodora's family were soon shoved into the background and for nearly fourteen years Theoctistos, of whose racial origins we have no definite intimation, was Theodora's most powerful minister. But his overthrow and murder in 856 brought to the fore Theodora's brother Bardas, who, until his violent death in 866, was the real ruler of the state. At the same time Petronas, Theodora's other brother, was entrusted with important commands in which he showed [24] considerable ability. His son Marianus was later made prefect of the city by Basil I (61). Important positions were also given to the two sons of Bardas, the younger of whom, Antigonos, was only ten years old, and also his son-in-law, whose name, Symbatius, betrays his Armenian origin (62).



Meanwhile, other members of Theodora's family had been placed in positions of some importance. Her father Marinus had served as drungarius and also as turmarch (63). Her brother-in-law, Constantme Babutzikos, married to her sister Sophia, bore the title of magister and was at one time Drungarius of the Watch. He was one of the forty-two Byzantine officers who were put to death by the Arabs following their capture of Amorion in 838 (64). Her other brother-in-law Arshavir, married to another of her sisters, Calomaria or Maria, was patrician and magister, titles which put him very high in the society of Byzantium (65). Both Babutzikos and Arshavir were Armenians. Arshavir's two sons, Stephen and Bardas, both became magisters. Bardas married the daughter of Constantine Kontomytes who was governor of Sicily during the reign of Michael III, while Stephen served in the regency at the time of the minority of Constantine VII (66).



Thus, the Armenian family of Theodora at various times occupied important positions and with the elimination of Theoctistos, it came to control the state. And when the overthrow of Bardas and the destruction of Michael III himself, a year later, brought this control to an end, it was another Armenian family that came to the throne. Basil, the man responsible for the elimination of the now partly Armenian Amorian dynasty was, as is well known, of Armenian descent. His progeny, if we discredit the gossip concerning the paternity of his successor, Leo VI, was to rule the Byzantine state for about 190 years. About this dynasty, more will be said below.



Other Armenians, both related and unrelated to the ruling houses, are known to have played important roles in the political and military life of the empire in the ninth century. Leo V, the Armenian, had a nephew, Gregory Pterotos who served him as a general. When Leo was overthrown, Pterotos was exiled by Leo's successor, Michael II, to the island of Scyrus, but he managed to escape and join Thomas in his revolt against Michael II. In the course of the revolt, however, he tried to shift his allegiance to Michael, but before he could act decisively he was
[25]  attacked, defeated and killed by Thomas (67). More famous was the Armenian Manuel, known as Amalicites. Protostrator, general of the Armeniacs, Domestic of the Schools, patrician and magister, Manuel served, and served well it would seem, four different emperors, Michael I, Leo V, Michael II and Theophilus, though at one time, during the reign of Michael II, he fled to the Arabs (68). It is this Manuel who is said to have been the uncle of the Empress Theodora, but, as there is some confusion in the sources concerning his career, it may be that Theodora's uncle was another Manuel or even some other person, perhaps the Sergius of Niketia who led an expedition against Crete towards the end of the reign of Michael III (69). Another Armenian, Constantine, surnamed Maniakes, was Drungarius of the Watch, and later, during the reign of Michael III, Logothete. He was a man apparently conscious of his Armenian descent for he is said to have befriended Basil, the future Emperor, very early in his career because, like himself, Basil was an Armenian. Constantine was the father of Thomas the Patrician who served as Logothete of the Course under the regency during the reign of Constantine VII early in the tenth century. As this Thomas was the father of Genesius the historian, Constantine was thus the grandfather of the latter (70).



Armenian also in origin was Alexius Musele to whom the Emperor Theophilus gave his daughter Maria in marriage. Alexius, whose family was also known as the Krenitae, was most probably the son of the Alexius Musele who, as has already been pointed out, had held important administrative posts under Constantine VI and Irene. Alexius bore the high ranking titles of patrician, anthypatus, magister and Caesar. As Caesar, he became the heir presumptive to the throne, but the death of his wife and the birth of Michael, who later became Michael III, brought about a certain coolness between him and the Emperor and he retired to a monastery (71). Alexius had a brother, Theodosios, who, judging from the title of patrician which he bore, must also have been an important personage (72). As the brother of Alexius, Theodosios was, of course, also Armenian. Armenian also was Theophilitzes, the rich courtier and important functionary who is said to have given employment to Basil, the future Emperor, when the latter first arrived in Constantinople, and later introduced him to the imperial court. Theophilitzes' Armenian descent may be inferred from
[26] the fact that he was a relative of Michael III and also of Bardas, the brother of the empress Theodora (73).



The two crimes, the assassination of Caesar Bardas in 866 and that of Michael III in 867, which brought Basil I to the throne, illustrate still further the influential position which the Armenian element had come to have in the imperial court. The instigator of both crimes was, of course, Basil himself, but it was only with the assistance of a number of other important persons that he was able to bring them about. It has been said that all these personages, like Basil himself, were of Armenian descent (74). But if for this view there is no absolute proof, it can be shown readily that the majority of Basil's accomplices were indeed Armenians. Among those involved in the assassination of Caesar Bardas three are definitely known to have been Armenians: Marianos, the brother of Basil; Symbatios, the Logothete of the Course, and son-in-law of the Caesar; and Bardas, the brother of Symbatios. One, John Chaldos, known also as Tziphinarites, may also have been Armenian. The racial antecedents of two, Peter Bulgarus and Constantine Toxaras, cannot be determined with any certainty. Another of the conspirators is called Leo the Assyrian by one source, Asylaeon, cousin of Basil, by another. The same person, a cousin of Basil, and as such an Armenian, is probably meant (75). Marianos, John Chaldos, Constantine Toxaras and Asylaeon were also involved in the assassination of Michael III. As for the rest who took part in that conspiracy, there is some confusion in the sources. One of them, Symbatios, to be distinguished from the son-in-law of Caesar Bardas, who  had been mutilated not long after the death of the Caesar, was like Marianos, the brother of Basil. Another, Bardas, identified further as the father of Basil the Rector, a personage about whom nothing else is known, may also have been the brother of Basil; or he may have been the brother or Caesar Bardas' son-in-law, who like the latter had participated in the murder of the Caesar. In either case, he was an Armenian (76). Two others, Jacobitzes and Eulogios, are referred to as Persians. The latter is said to have addressed another of the conspirators, Artavasdos, captain of the Hetaireia, the foreign guard, in Persian. It has been suggested that all three, Jacobitzes, Eulogios and Artavasdos, were really Armenians, natives of those Armenian regions which had once been under the control of Persia, hence, the reference to them as Persians (77). The suggestion is tempting, but, as thousands of [27] Persians had deserted to the empire during the reign of Theophilus (78) it is not improbable that these persons, at least Jacobitzes and Eulogies, were indeed Persians. As for Artavasdos, the probability is that he was an Armenian who also knew Persian. Artavasdos is a name which we find borne by a number of persons who served the empire and who are known to have been Armenians. Marianos, the son of Petronas, may have also been involved in the conspiracy against Michael. He is not mentioned among those who actually committed the crime, but his involvement in it is suggested by the fact that Basil made him prefect of the city soon after the elimination of Michael. Marianos was at least partly Armenian. Thus, while not everyone involved in the crimes against Caesar Bardas and Michael III was Armenian, it was a predominantly Armenian group which put an end to the Amorian dynasty and placed on the throne the Armenian Basil. So influential had the Armenian element become in the imperial court!



 The Armenian element was prominent also in the intellectual life of the empire in the ninth century. Intellectual activity in the Byzantine empire had never ceased to exist, but it had subsided considerably in the course of the seventh and eighth centuries and certain educational institutions, such as, for instance, the university which Theodosius II had established in the fifth century, had been allowed to decline. But there was a revival in the ninth century, giving a new impetus to learning which would continue now more or less until the final fall of Constantinople. In this revival a number of persons played an important role. Foremost among these was Photios, the future patriarch and no doubt the most encyclopaedic erudite the Byzantine empire produced. John the Grammarian, patriarch from 837 to 843, was another of these persons. John, who had laid the theological foundations for the renewal of iconoclasm in 815, was reputed among his contemporaries to be well versed in the science of the ancients. He had also taught the emperor Theophilus, who came to look upon the promotion of learning as an important aspect of his reign. The revival of learning culminated in the reestablishment of the University of Constantinople, housed in the palace of Magnaura and for that reason known as the School of Magnaura. Caesar Bardas founded and Leo the Philosopher, whose fame as mathematician and master of the science of antiquity extended as far as Bagdad, headed the school. A number of others, for instance, Constantine the Philosopher, the apostle of the Slavs, are known to have contributed to the intellectual activity of the period, but John the Grammarian, Photios, Caesar Bardas and Leo the Philosopher seem to have been the prime movers. All four were, at least in part, of Armenian descent. Bardas's Armenian origin has already been pointed out; that of Leo can be inferred from the fact that he was a cousin of John the Grammarian of whose [28] Armenian origins there can be little doubt (79), and as for Photios, the fact is that his mother, Irene, was the sister of Arshavir, the Arshavir who had married Calomaria, the sister of Bardas and the empress Theodora (80). These people appear, of course, thoroughly hellenized. Indeed it would be preposterous to call Photios anything but a Greek. Yet it may be asked whether their hellenization was not unaffected by their original background, whether in being absorbed they did not modify the culture which absorbed them.
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II.


The number of Armenians subject to the Byzantine empire increased considerably in the period following the accession of Basil I [866-886] to the throne. This was the result of two developments: the territorial expansion of the empire eastward and a movement westward by Armenians. The liquidation of the military resistance of the Paulicians effected finally in 872 by the destructions of Tephrike and the annihilation of the forces of Chrysochier, the Paulician chieftain, brought about the first important annexation. The Paulicians were a religious sect which must have included elements of divers ethnic origins, but the Paulician strongholds which were now incorporated in the empire, were no doubt predominantly Armenian. To be sure, the surviving Paulicians were dispersed or entered the military organization of the empire to serve elsewhere, but the lands which they had been forced to abandon were soon to be occupied, under the aegis of the empire, by other Armenians. Besides, not all of the original inhabitants were removed. The inhabitants of the stronghold of Taranta, the modern Derende, which came to terms with the empire, certainly stayed and  [29]  probably also some of those of Locana (81). Taranta is referred to as an Islamic city, but given its location in Paulician territory it must have also included Armenians among its inhabitants. As for Locana, it was no doubt inhabited predominantly by Armenians, for its chieftain was the Armenian Kourtikios (Kourterios) who now, together with his followers, entered the services of the empire.

Some years later, during the reign of Leo VI (886—912) additional Armenian territory was annexed, when the Armenian chieftain Manuel was induced to cede his lands, the region known as Tekis, to the empire. Located between the Euphrates and the Chimishgezek-su and bounded on the south by the Arsanas, Tekis was inhabited entirely by Armenians. Manuel, accompanied by his four sons, moved to Constantinople where he was showered with honors; two of his sons were vested with important commands, while the other two  were given new holdings in the neighborhood of Trebizond (82). His former possessions, augmented by the. addition of two districts, Kelzene and Kamacha, the one taken from the theme of Chaldia, the other from that of Coloneia, and both Armenian speaking, were organized, sometime between 899 and 912, into the theme of Mesopotamia (83). The new theme was entirely Armenian.



In the meantime, a considerable Armenian element moved westward and settled in the territory formed by the regions along the upper Tocha-su where the so-called desert of Symposion seems to have been located; the territory north of Arabisos where several bodies of water join to form the Pyramos river (Gaihan-su) and where the old fortress of Lycandos was most probably located; and the territory finally along the upper Karmalas river (Zamanti-sii) where at a high point near the river, not far from Azizie, the Ariaratheia of the Greeks, on the road which went from Caesarea to Gurun and thence to Melitene, the fortress of Tzamandos was built (84). The initiative in this settlement was taken by several Armenian chieftains, [30] chief among whom, and no doubt the ablest and most aggressive, was a certain Mleh, the Melias of the Byzantine sources.



Melias had entered the military service of the empire and had fought against the Bulgarians in the battle of Bulgarophygon in 896, but subsequently fell in disfavor and fled to the Arabs in Melitene. Some years later, Melias and four other Armenian chieftains, three of them brothers, who were with him in Melitene, were granted permission to return to the empire and were put in command of certain frontier districts, located in the territories referred to above. But as the four other Armenian chieftains soon passed from view—one was killed fighting the Arabs, another was exiled and nothing more is said of the two brothers of the latter—it was really Melias who reclaimed the country, whose grassy valleys, so favorable for the raising of cattle, are especially noted, and settled it with Armenians. It was he also who rebuilt the old fortress of Lycandos and founded the new one of Tzamandos. He was given the title of patrician, then that of magister and when about 914 the regions which he reclaimed were erected into a theme, the theme of Lycandos, he was made its first strategos or governor. Throughout the period after his return from Melitene, Melias served the empire loyally and well. His Armenian following never ceased to increase. By the time he died in 934 the theme of Lycandos, to use the words of Constantine Porphyrogenitus, was full of Armenians (85).



The number of Armenians within the empire increased still more as a result of the Byzantine offensive along the eastern frontier, which began about 927. The most decisive event of this offensive in the annexation of new territory was the capture of Melitene in 934. Melitene was not Armenian country, though, at the time of its capture, some Armenians may have lived there. It was not long, however, before Melitene became an Armenian town (86).



The capture of Melitene opened the way for the annexation of several territories across the Euphrates. As some of these territories belonged to the emir of Melitene, their occupation by Byzantium must have taken place shortly after the capture of that city. But no precise dates can be given. Included among these territories were: the country of Khanzit located south of the Arsanas in the loop formed by that river and the Euphrates and extending eastward in a southerly direction as far as the regions beyond [31] Lake Golgik (Buhairat Sumnin) where, near the point where the Arghana-su, one of the sources of the Tigris, breaks through the Taurus, the fortress of Romanopolis was built; the city of Arsamosata (Asmosata, Shimshat), located on the southern banks of the Arsanas further east, and its surroundings; and the country north of the Arsanas and east of the Chimishgezek-su. The Khanzit with Romanopolis was added to the theme of Mesopotamia (87), but Arsamosata and the region east of the Chimishgezek-su were organized into new themes known respectively as the Asmosaton (88) and Charpezikion themes, though the latter gave way shortly after 949 to the new theme of Chozanon which seems to have been established about this time and included the same general area (89). The year 949 saw also an important new annexation. This was Theodosiopolis (Erzerum, Qaliqala) which was made the center of a new theme consisting of the country about the source waters of the Euphrates and the Araxes (90). All these territories were Armenian speaking.



To these territories was added in 966 the country of Taron, situated in the regions where the Arsanas is joined by its tributary, the Qara-su, which rises in the mountains of Nimrud to the west of Lake Van. Its capital was the city of Mush. The country was ceded, no doubt under pressure, to Byzantium in exchange for other lands located elsewhere in the empire by the Armenian brothers Gregory and Pancratios (Bagrat) who had inherited it from their father. The Byzantines probably did not consolidate their position until 975 (91). Taron was, of course, Armenian country.
Meanwhile the westward expansion of the Armenians continued. "During the patriarchate of Khatchik, patriarch of Armenia", writes the [32] Armenian historian Asoghik, "the Armenian nation scattered and spread itself to the countries of the west to such an extent that he appointed bishops for Antioch of Syria, Tarsus of Cilicia, Soulndah (Lulnday) and for all these regions" (92). Soulndah is the fortress of Lulon situated south of Tyana and commanding the road which wrent through the Cilician Gates (93). It was annexed definitely by the Byzantines in 876—77.



Khatchik was the Armenian Catholicus from 972—992 (94), but the scattering and spreading of the Armenians for whom he saw fit to establish new bishoprics began somewhat earlier, a fact which can be established on the basis of other oriental sources. One of these sources, for instance, while describing the successful campaigns of Nicephorus Phocas against the Arabs, remarks that many Armenians, having fled to the frontiers of Byzantium, were settled by the Byzantines, some in Sebasteia of Cappadocia where they "multiplied exceedingly", others in the fortresses of Cilicia which had been captured from the Arabs (95). This movement of the Armenians was no doubt encouraged, perhaps even forced, by the imperial authorities in order to repeople the various towns captured from the Arabs as, for instance, Melitene; Tarsus, captured in 965; Antioch, captured in 969 and others, which suffered considerable losses in population as the result of the departure of most of the Moslems. It is known, for instance, that Armenians and Syrian Jacobites were used by Nicephorus Phocas to repeople Melitene which had become virtually deserted (96). The spread of the Armenians into Byzantine territory in the tenth century was not restricted to the newly conquered Cilician and Syrian lands but extended, as the mention of Sebasteia in the reference quoted above indicates, into older provinces including the Cappadocian regions around Caesarea and Nazianzus where the existence of Armenian settlements in the tenth century has been confirmed by the investigation of modern scholars (97).



A later oriental source in describing the spread of the Armenians into the Byzantine empire in the tenth century adds that in all the wars waged by the Romans "the foot soldiers of the Armenians marched and they aided them greatly" (98). There is nothing in this statement indicating the relative numerical strength of the Armenian element in the Byzantine army, but the statement does attribute to this element a role of major importance. The Byzantine army in the tenth century as in all other centuries to the [33] very end of the empire was composed of different peoples. The army of 50,000 men, for instance, which Bardas Phocas, the father of Nicephorus, the future emperor, led against Saif al-Daula in 954, consisted, we are told, of Armenians, Turks, Russians, Bulgars, Slavs and Khazars". To these we may add Georgians (100), converted Saracens (101) and other peoples, who fought on other occasions and whose numbers were by no means insignificant. Nevertheless, as one examines the various campaigns of the Byzantine forces in the tenth century, one is struck by the ever presence of the Armenian element. Armenians participated in every major campaign. They constituted about one-third of the cavalry sent against Crete in the ill-fated expeditions of 911 and 949, and figured prominently among the forces of Nicephorus Phocas which succeeded in conquering the island in 960 (102). They are found fighting in Italy under the elder Nicephorus, grandfather of the conqueror of Crete, during the reign of Basil I, and again in 934 under the patrician Cosmas (103). They fought in the Balkan peninsula as, for instance, in 971 when they contributed greatly to the victory of John Tzimiskes against the Russians and again in 986 when they served under Basil II against the Bulgars (104).



It was in the campaigns against the Arabs along the eastern frontiers, however, that the Armenian contingents in the Byzantine forces stand out most prominently. Their role can hardly be overestimated in the armies of John Curcuas whose appointment as generalissimo (Domestic of the Schools) of the Byzantine forces in the East in 923 may be said to mark the beginning of the brilliant general offensive against the Arabs. Melias and his Armenian followers were, for instance, a major factor in the capture of Melitene and the surrounding country in 934 (105). In the multinational army of 50,000 men which Bardas Phocas put in the field in 954 the Armenian contingents were among the most important. They are said to have suffered the greatest losses in the disaster which followed (106). The Armenians are much in evidence too in the Cilician and [34] Syrian campaigns of Nicephorus Phocas (107), and they constituted the principal backers of Bardas Skleros when in 976 he rebelled against Basil II (108). While it would be going too far to refer to the rebellion of Skleros as an Armenian national movement, there is no question at all about the Armenian composition of his forces. This prominence of the Armenian element in the forces of Byzantium along the eastern frontiers was no doubt the basis of the observation of the modern scholar which we have tried to analyze above that the Armenian (i.e., of Armenian origin) and the Armenian-speaking element must have been predominant in the Byzantine army from the ninth century to the Crusades. Predominant indeed it was if by predominant we mean it was more important than any other national group that served in the Byzantine army.



There is evidence in the sources to the effect that the Armenians serving in the Byzantine army did not constitute a disciplined lot. They could not be relied on to keep their posts: they often deserted; and they did not always obey orders (109). As these accusations come to some extent from official sources, they cannot be dismissed entirely. But lack of discipline often is associated with spiritedness and of the spiritedness, bravery and fighting qualities of the Armenian soldiers serving in the Byzantine army, there can be no question at all. There can be no question either about the great contribution which these soldiers made to the brilliant successes of this army in the tenth and eleventh centuries.



The role of the Armenians in the political and military life of the Byzantine empire, in the late ninth, tenth, and eleventh centuries appears still more impressive when one examines the leadership which guided the empire during this period. For virtually every major figure in that leadership was of Armenian origin.



First of all, there is the dynasty, the most brilliant in the history of the empire. The imperial house which ruled the state throughout this period is known as the Macedonian dynasty, but the term Macedonian as used here has no ethnic connotations. It refers rather to the place of the birth of Basil I, the founder of the dynasty. Basil was an Armenian, born in Macedonia where numerous Armenians had been settled. To be sure, there are references found in Arabic sources which raise the question whether Basil may not have been a Slav. In some of these references he is called simply a Slav without any further explanations; in others he is called [35] a Slav because his mother was a Slav (110). Some modern scholars have taken these references seriously and as a consequence have given to Basil a Slavic or Armeno-Slavic origin (111). But in view of the Byzantine and Armenian traditions both of which insist on the Armenian origin of Basil, their opinion is more than questionable. As for the Arabic references, they can best be explained as the result of a confusion arising from the fact that Basil's birthplace was Macedonia whose inhabitants were regarded by the Arabs as Slavs. That Basil I, the founder of the most brilliant dynasty of the Byzantine empire, was indeed Armenian and Armenian on both sides, can be regarded as an established fact (112).



Thus, the dynasty which Basil I founded was Armenian by descent. There was some gossip recorded and passed on by the chronicles that Basil's successor, Leo VI, was actually sired by Michael III and as a consequence was not Basil's genuine son. The careful study of this gossip has shown that it has no basis in fact (113), but even if it were true that Michael III was indeed the father of Basil's successor, that would still make Leo at least partly Armenian for, as the reader will recall, Michael's mother was the Armenian Theodora.



The Armenian element in the Macedonian dynasty was strengthened by the marriage of Constantine Porphyrogenitus to Helen, the daughter of Romanus Lecapenus. Thus Basil II, no doubt the ablest military leader that the Macedonian dynasty produced, had as a grandmother an Armenian lady and as a grandfather an emperor who was himself the grandson of the Armenian founder of the dynasty. The dynasty was, of course, hellenized—Byzantinized is perhaps a more appropriate term — but the form which this hellenization took was no doubt influenced by its Armenian antecedents, though the extent of this influence is a matter which the historian cannot really determine.



Three of the ablest emperors of the tenth century were not legitimate members of the Macedonian dynasty, but they were associated with it and respected the rights of its members to the throne, though in the case of one, he would have liked, and indeed tried to have his family prevail. Two of these Emperors, Romanus Lecapenus (919—944) and John Tzimiskes (969—976) are definitely known to have been of Armenian origins.



[36]  Romanus Lecapenus is said by the chroniclers to have been born in the Armeniac theme (114), but a modern scholar places his birth at Lakape (Laqabin), a place south of Melitene; hence his name Lecapenus (115). He was of obscure origin and of limited, if any, formal education. His father was a certain Theophylact, called Abastactus, who, as a simple soldier, once saved Basil I from being captured by the Saracens (116). But the favor which was shown to him as a consequence of this feat apparently did not make him wealthy. In any case, the son is said to have been poor when he came to Constantinople and entered the naval services of the empire. But he was able and a good judge of men and so rose in rank until he became governor of the naval theme of Samos and then Grand Admiral (Drungarius) of the Fleet. The latter position enabled him to prevail in the struggle for power which took place during the minority of Constantine Porphyrogenitus, the son of Leo VI. In December 919 he was crowned Emperor to rule with young Constantine. Meanwhile, his daughter Helen was married to the young Emperor. Thus did this rustic Armenian become emperor and his daughter the wife of an emperor, himself the grandson of another Armenian. But this was not all. Romanus had four sons, three of them, Christopher, Stephen and Constantine, he raised to the throne to be his associates; the fourth, Theophylact, he eventually made patriarch. Thus, church and state fell completely into the hands of the son and grandsons of the simple Armenian soldier who had served under Basil I and whose granddaughter besides was married to the only surviving descendant of that Emperor. Though the son and grandsons of this Armenian eventually fell from power, his granddaughter, as the wife of Constantine Porphyrogenitus, remained Empress and gave to the empire its next Emperor, the man who sired the great Basil II (117).



Quite different was the background of John Tzimiskes. He is said to have been born in the Armenian district of Khozan in a place called after him, Chemshkacagh (118). John Curcuas, the commander (Domestic) of the Hikanatoi who served under and plotted against Basil I (119), was Tzimiskes' direct ancestor. The name of Tzimiskes' father is not known, but his
[37] grandfather was Theophilos, an able provincial governor and military commander who distinguished himself in the wars against the Arabs during the reign of Romanus Lecapenus. Theophilos' brother was no other than the Armenian John Curcuas, the brilliant generalissimo (Domestic of the Schools) of the Byzantine forces in the East during the same period. Thus, Tzimiskes, one of the truly great soldier-emperors of Byzantium, belonged by birth to a distinguished Armenian family which had established itself among the military aristocracy of Byzantium. And through marriage he was related to other great families. His first wife Maria, who died before he became Emperor, was the daughter of Bardas Skleros, a member of an illustrious family of Armenian descent (120). Through his mother he was related to the Phocades, one of the most powerful Byzantine families in the tenth century (121). His second wife was Theodora, the daughter of Constantine Porphyrogenitus and the Armenian Helen (122). It was his marriage to Theodora that gave to his occupation of the imperial throne an air of legitimacy. He had come to the throne through murder, a murder for which he was not innocent, but he added greatly to its lustre and preserved it for the grandsons of Constantine Porphyrogenitus, the great Basil II and his much less capable brother, Constantine VIII.



The third Emperor of the tenth century who was not a legitimate member of the Macedonian dynasty but was associated with it was Nicephorus Phocas (963—969), another of the truly great soldier-emporors of the empire. Phocas belonged to one of the most distinguished Byzantine families of the tenth century. Of the beginnings of this family nothing is known. The name Phocas appears as early as the fifth century; it is also attested for the sixth century; and there is of course, the Emperor Phocas, apparently of Cappadocian origin, who overthrew Maurice and was in turn overthrown by Heraclius early in the seventh century (123). But there is no evidence connecting the great tenth century family with any of these early Phocades. To be sure there was a tradition in Byzantium that the Phocades of the tenth century were an old family, and this tradition, apparently sponsored by the family, connected them with the descendants of the great house of the Fabii, who, it was said, had originally been brought to Constantinople, along with other distinguished families, by Constantine the Great (124). But no evidence corroborating this tradition exists. The fact of the matter is that the first known member of this family does not go further back than the second half of the ninth century.



[38] This was a certain Phocas, Cappadocian, i.e., born in Cappadocia, by origin, who became noted for his strength and courage and whom Basil I appointed turmarch (125). Phocas had a son, Nicephorus by name, who as a young man attracted the attention of Basil I and so became a member of that Emperor's immediate entourage. This was the beginning of a brilliant career which extended well into the reign of Leo VI and in the course of which Nicephorus distinguished himself as provincial governor and general commander in the field (126). His two sons Bardas and Leo followed in his footsteps. Leo, in his bid for the throne during the minority of Constantine Porphyrogenitus, lost out to Romanus Lecapenus (127), but Bardas continued to serve the empire for many years. He was the father of the Emperor Nicephorus Phocas (128).



Thus the Phocades were by origin natives of Cappadocia where their possessions were also located. In Cappadocia in the ninth century the Greek-speaking element no doubt predominated (129), a fact which, when taken in conjunction with the Greek name of the family, suggests a Greek origin for the Phocades. But this is not the view that has come to prevail. In the opinion of Adontz who is followed by Grégoire, the Phocades, like many other great families of Asia Minor in the tenth century, were Armenians. Their argument, based really on the fact that the Armenian name of Bardas was used by virtually every generation of the family, has something to recommend it. For in Byzantium where the tendency was definitely toward hellenization and changes in name assumed Greek forms, the retention of a non-Greek name should only mean that the person who bore it was, if not entirely, at least in part of non-Greek origins.



Now, among the Phocades there are two given names wrhich appear frequently and with a remarkable regularity: Nicephorus and Bardas, the first Greek, the second Armenian. Thus Nicephorus Phocas, the famous general who served under Basil I and Leo VI, named one of his sons Bardas, the other Leo. Bardas in turn named his sons, one Nicephorus. the future Emperor, the other Leo. The Emperor Nicephorus had a son who died before his father became Emperor, whose name was Bardas (130). Had the boy grown to manhood and sired a son, he would have named him, no doubt, Nicephorus. The brother of the Emperor Nicephorus, Leo, had a numerous family. One of his sons was named Nicephorus, another Bardas, the famous Bardas Phocas who rebelled against Basil II. This Bardas Phocas had a son Nicephorus who in turn named his son Bardas (131). [39] When we next hear of the Phocades, it is in connection with the Emperor Botaneiates (1078—1081) who claimed descent from the Phocades and whose given name was Nicephorus (132).



It is quite obvious that in their use of the names of Bardas and Nicephorus the Phocades followed a pattern which consisted in this: that grandfather and grandson usually bore the same name. And if we may judge from this pattern the first Phocas, the man who was named turmarch by Basil I, whose given name is not known, most probably was called Bardas, his father, judging from the name of his son, probably Nicephorus.



The frequency and regularity with which these names were used among the Phocades represents quite obviously, an important family tradition. And this tradition is perhaps not unrelated to the ethnic origin of the family. The Phocades of the tenth century were most probably of mixed origin. One side of them was Greek or deeply hellenized, the other side was Armenian. Which side was Greek and which side was Armenian is, of course, impossible to say with any degree of certainty, but judging from the name of the family, the Greek side was probably the male one. Some Nicephorus Phocas,  perhaps the father of the Phocas who was named turmarch by Basil I, married into an Armenian family whose head was a Bardas and so founded the great family of the tenth century.



This view, based entirely on the names used by the family, finds some corroboration in the tradition concerning the origin of the family to which reference has already been made. According to this tradition the Phocades, it will be recalled, descended from the Fabii whom Constantine the Great had brought to Constantinople. But that was only one side; the other side was Iberian in origin, going back to the Iberians whom Constantine, we are told, had brought from the west and settled in the country once inhabited by the Assyrians, then by the Medes and afterwards by the Armenians (133). Is this a cryptic allusion to the Armenian origin of one side at least of the Phocades? It may be so interpreted especially since the Armenian name of Bardas was so frequently and with such a regularity used by them.



The Phocades then, if not entirely Armenian in origin were at least partially so. That means, of course, that Nicephorus Phocas, one of the three emperors of the tenth century who were not legitimate members of the Macedonian dynasty, but were associated with it, was also at least partially Armenian in origin.



Thus, every emperor who sat on the Byzantine throne from the accession of Basil I to the death of Basil II (867—1025) was of Armenian or partially Armenian origin. But besides the emperors there were many [40] others among the military and political leaders of Byzantium during this period who were Armenians or of Armenian descent. Included among these were some of the ablest military commanders and administrative functionaries in the history of Byzantium. Some of these commanders and officials belonged to families of Armenian origin long established in the empire; others were new arrivals; while still others, though appearing for the first time, may have had established antecedents about which nothing is known.



No doubt the ablest Byzantine commander in the field during the first half of the tenth century was the Armenian John Curcuas. Curcuas belonged to a well-to-do family established in the empire for some time. He was related to a metropolitan of Gangra, Chistopher by name, who is said to have directed his early education. His grandfather, named also John, was the Curcuas wrho, as commander (Domestic) of the Hikanatoi served under, and plotted against, Basil I (134). The younger John Curcuas came into prominence with the rise to powrer of Romanus Lecapenus. Appointed generalissimo (Domestic of the Schools) of the Byzantine forces in the East in 923, Curcuas served in that capacity for more than twenty-two years in the course of which he was almost continuously engaged against the Arabs and almost always with striking success (135). Almost as able and equally accomplished was his brother Theophilos, who, as it has already been observed, was the grandfather of the Emperor John Tzimiskes. John Curcuas was removed from his command in 944 and was replaced by the patrician Pantherios, who, as a relative of Romanus Lecapenus, was probably also of Armenian origin (136). Descendants of John Curcuas were prominent in the political and military life of the empire throughout the rest of the tenth and the beginning of the eleventh century (137).



Romanus Lecapenus turned also to a member of a family of Armenian origin long established in the empire for his chief naval commander. This was the patrician Alexius Mushele whose family was already prominent at the beginning of the ninth century. Alexius was named Admiral (Drungarius) of the fleet and as such, participated in the wars against the Bulgarian Symeon in which he lost his life (138). Meanwhile Romanus had married one of his daughters to a member of the Mushele family, perhaps to Alexius himself, thus strengthening the Armenian element in the family. Born of this union was the magister Romanus Mushele who served [41] as governor of the Opsikian theme during the reign of Constantine Porphyrogenitus following the overthrow of the Lecapeni and whose possessions in the region of Philomelion were so vast that Basil II saw fit to seize them (139). Basil's act apparently impoverished the family. To the Mushele family belonged also perhaps the Armenian Alexius who served as governor of Cyprus during the reign of Basil I (140). Alexius was the favorite name in this family.



The Mushele family is also referred to as that of the Krenitae. The name Krenites is used for the first time in connection with the Alexius Mushele who, as has already been observed, was married to Maria, the daughter of the Emperor Theophilus. But the name was apparently older, for we are told that Alexius occupied the houses of Krenitissa, i.e.,  the houses of the lady of the family of Krenites. Whether the Krenitae were identical writh the main Mushele family or were a branch of it is not quite clear. In any case, they were of Armenian origin. A number of them are known to have occupied important positions. These include: George, Procopius, Arotras, Arotras' son Abessalom, and Paschal. George served under Leo VI and was charged by him to pursue Samonas (141) when the latter escaped. Procopius commanded the Byzantine troops sent against the Bulgarian Symeon in 894; he was defeated and killed. Arotras, a protospatharius, served as governor of the Peloponnesus and of Hellas during the reign of Romanus Lecapenus; Abessalom was implicated in the unsuccessful attempt in 913 of Constantine Ducas to seize the throne; he was blinded and exiled. Paschal served as the Byzantine governor of Longobardia during the reign of Romanus Lecapenus. Paschal also, as imperial ambassador to Hugh of Provence, negotiated the marriage between Hugh's daughter and the young son of the Emperor Constantine Porphyrogenitus. There is another Krenites, referred to simply as protospatharius, who was used by Romanus Lecapenus as interpreter in his negotiations with the Armenian princes of Taron. Who this Krenites was is impossible to say, but the information about him that he was an interpreter in negotiations with Armenian princes is interesting, for it shows, as Adontz has remarked, that the Krenitae, though long established in the empire, still spoke Armenian. The family seems to have retained its prominence past the middle of the eleventh century (142).



[42] The Skleroi, whose first known member, as had already been pointed out, was governor of the Peloponnesus at the beginning of the ninth century, was another established Armenian family of major importance in the political and military life of the empire in the tenth century. The patrician Nicetas Skleros served under Leo VI and was entrusted with the task of inciting the Hungarians against the Bulgarian Symeon, a task which he successfully carried out (143). No doubt the most famous member of the family was Bardas Skleros. As generalissimo of the Byzantine forces in the east during the reign of Tzimiskes (144), Bardas distinguished himself in the field, but he is better known for his revolt against Basil II, a revolt in which, as has already been pointed out, his forces were predominantly Armenian, and which almost brought him on the throne (145). The Skleroi were related by marriage to other powerful families. Bardas' sister Maria was married to John Tzimiskes; his brother Constantine, to a Phocas, niece of the emperor Nicephorus, and sister of Bardas Phocas, Skleros' antagonist (146); and his own grandson Basil, to a member of the Argyri, Pulcheria, the sister of Romanus, who later became emperor (147). The Skleroi were politically influential throughout the eleventh century. A Skleros was involved in the revolt of the military which put Issac Comnenus on the throne in 1057 (148); another took part in the conspiracy of the Anemas family against Alexius Comnenus (149).



Reference has already been made to the magister Stephen, the son of Calomaria and the Armenian Arshavir, who served as a member of the regency appointed to guide the state during the minority of Constantine Porphyrogenitus (150). But more important in the central administration of the empire were two other personages of Armenian or partially Armenian descent. One was Stylianos Zaoutzes, the other was Basil the paracoemomenos. Zaoutzes was an Armenian born is Macedonia whom we first find in the entourage of Basil I. He was apparently one of Basil's most trusted courtiers for just before he died he committed to Zaoutzes "the direction of all matters, ecclesiastical and political". Under Leo VI he became the most powerful imperial minister, directing indeed "all matters, [43] ecclesiastical and political" (151). The title of basileopator, 'father of the emperor', was expressly created for him even before his daughter Zoe, who was the mistress of Leo VI, became Leo's wife (152). His death early in 896 was followed not long afterwards by that of this daughter. His family, threatened now with loss of power, plotted against the government but their plot was discovered and they were destroyed (153). It was this plot of the family of Zaoutzes that first brought into prominence the Saracen Samonas, one of the most remarkable personages in the intelligence service of the imperial government.



Basil the paracoemomenos was the illegitimate son of the emperor Romanus Lecapenus who, as the reader already knows, was an Armenian. His mother was a Slav (154). Introduced into the government during the reign of Constantine Porphyrogenitus Basil became, beginning with the reign of Nicephorus Phocas, the real director of the civil administration of the empire. He was particularly effective during the early years of the reign of Basil II when his intelligence and cunning enabled the young emperor to weather the various storms which threatened him with destruction. Basil was indeed very greedy, but he was not only an able administrator, but also a statesman (155).



A number of personages, active during the late ninth and early part of the tenth century may have also been of Armenian origins. Included among these was Leo, surnamed Apostyppes, who, as governor of Macedonia, was sent in command of his troops to fight against the Saracens in Italy in 880. The failure of the campaign resulted in his disgrace and exile. It is on the basis of the names of his sons, Bardas and David, that one may suppose that he was Armenian (156). Another, this one certainly an Armenian, was Adrian the patrician. Adrian must have been a person of some importance, for Romanus Lecapenus married his son Constantine to his daughter (157). Still another was Gregoras Iberitzes, who was Domestic of the Schools in 906—907. Iberitzes was the father-in-law of Constantine Ducas and was implicated in the revolt attempted by the latter in 913 to seize control of the government (158). Implicated in the same revolt was another personage, Constantine Lips, who, judging from the name of his son Bardas, was probably also an Armenian. This Bardas, a patrician, was [44]  involved in the plot to overthrow Romanus II in 961. Lips had another son, named also Constantine, who bore the title of anthypatos and patrician and was the great Hetaeriarch during the reign of Constantine Porphyrogenitus (159). Kourtikes, known definitely to have been an Armenian and about whom more will be said below was also  a partisan of Ducas (160). Indeed among the known partisans of Constantine Ducas there are so many who seem to have been Armenian that one may raise the question whether that powerful Byzantine family may not have been of Armenian origin (161).



Among the Armenians who entered the services of the empire toward the end of the ninth century and established a place for themselves and their families, the most famous no doubt was Mleh, the Melias of the Byzantines. Of this Melias and his activities along the eastern frontier reference has already been made. Melias was indeed a great figure whose deeds were later attributed to Digenes Akrites, the hero of the Byzantine epic in which, as Melimentzes, Melias himself appears as one of Digenes' opponents. Melias died in 934, but he apparently left a son who also distinguished himself in the service of the empire, first as provincial governor and finally, under John Tzimiskes, as Domestic of the Schools. He died before Amida in 973. It is this Melias who is represented in a fresco in one of the churches in Cappadocia not far from Caesarea, where he is referred to as magister (162). What happened to the family after 973 is not known; but it is interesting to observe that there were still at the beginning of the twentieth century heterodox tribes in the region of Adana and Tarsus which bore the name of Melemenjii (163).



Reference has also been made to another Armenian who entered the services of the empire in the last quarter of the ninth century. This was Kourtikios, called more often Kourtikes, who it will be recalled, was the chieftain of the fortress of Locana which he turned over to the empire following the destruction of Tephrike in 872 and, together with his Armenian followers, entered the services of the empire. It was this Kourtikes, no doubt, who as one of the commanders of the Byzantine troops sent against the Bulgarian Symeon in 894 lost his life (164). But he had already established his family in the political and military life of the empire. For a Kourtikes, probably the son of the chieftain of Locana, was, as has already been observed, a partisan of Constantine Ducas and died in his [45] attempt to seize power in 913 (165). A Manuel Kourtikes helped to dethrone Romanus Lecapenus in 944 and was later made patrician and Drimgarius of the Watch by Constantine Porphyrogenitus (166). Some years later a Michael Kourtikes was a naval commander and sided with Bardas Skleros in his revolt against Basil II (167). Thus, throughout the tenth century the Kourtikes family played a role of some importance in the political and military life of the empire. This role continued into the eleventh century.



A high water mark of the Byzantine offensive on the eastern front in the second half of the tenth century was the capture of Antioch in 969. The commander of the Byzantine troops which took this famous Syrian city was Michael Bourtzes (168). Bourtzes was an Armenian. In 976 he was named Duke of Antioch, but soon after joined the rebellious forces of Bardas Skleros, bringing along with him a contingent of Armenians. But by 992 we find him Duke of Antioch again. Meanwhile he had established his family in the political and military life of the empire. His elder son was already, as early as 976, active as military commander. The Bourtzes family remained prominent in the political and military life of the empire throughout the eleventh century. They seem to have been particularly active during the reign of Alexius Comnenus (169).



Another Armenian family active in the military life of the empire in the late tenth and eleventh century, was that of Theodorokanos. The first known member of this family was the patrician Theodorokanos who served as general in the Bulgarian wars of Basil II. When he retired from active life in 1000—1001 because of old age, he was governor of Philippopolis. The last known member of the family, probably the grandson of the patrician Theodorokanos, was Constantine who died shortly after 1077. He had opposed Nicephorus Bryennios in his attempt to become emperor, was captured by him and was sent into exile where he died. The other two members of the family known, George and Basil, were no doubt sons of the patrician. They both held important commands (170).



The Dalassenoi, one of the more prominent Byzantine families in the eleventh century, may also have been of Armenian origin. The first known member of this family was Damianos whom we find Duke of Antioch in 995. He was killed in 998 fighting the Saracens. His four sons [46] occupied important positions in the military and administrative organization of the empire. One of them, Constantine, apparently a popular figure, was twice considered for the throne, once in 1028 at the time of the death of Constantine VIII and again in 1042 following the overthrow of Michael V. His daughter became the wife of Constantine Ducas, the future Emperor. Another female member of the family, a descendant of Theophylact, a son of Damianos, became the mother of Alexius Comnenus. The family originally came from Dalassa, a place which, according to Adontz who has written the history of the family, was an Armenian center located in the montainous region to the east of Melitene known as Claudia. It is on this ground that he gives to the family an Armenian origin. His argument, if not entirely convincing, is, nevertheless, impressive (171).



Adontz has written the history of another Byzantine family, this one certainly of Armenian origin (172). The Armenian district of Taron, it will be recalled, was ceded to the empire by the brothers Gregory and Pancratios (Bagrat) who were given other lands located elsewhere in the empire. Discontented with this arrangement at first, the Taronite brothers joined Bardas Skleros in his rebellion, but were subsequently reconciled with Basil II, were entrusted with important commands, and established themselves in the military and administrative life of the empire. The family of Gregory particularly prospered. His son Ashot was married to the daughter of the Bulgarian King Samuel. Ashot's descendants intermarried with the Melissenoi and the Comneni, two of the most prominent Byzantine families of the eleventh century (173). They are known to have held important positions down to the middle of the twelfth century.



A branch of the Taronites, the Tornikios family, survived still longer, holding important military and administrative positions down to the beginning of the fourteenth century. We first meet with members of this family in 945 when a Nicolas and Leo Tornikios helped Constantine Porphyrogenitus to eliminate the Lecapeni from the throne. It is not until the eleventh century, however, that we find members of this family occupying important military posts. In 1047 one of them, Leo Tornikios, attempted to seize the throne. His failure was less heroic than that of another Armenian, George Maniakes, the famous general, who had attempted the same thing several years earlier (1042) (174). The John Tornikios who aided the [47] imperial forces at the time of the rebellion of Bardas Skleros belonged to the Georgian branch of the family, in its origins also Armenian (175).



Among those who supported Bardas Skleros at the time of his rebellion there was a certain Sachakios Vrachamios. Vrachamios was at the time, according to one source, an army general, according to another, the head of an important bureau. In any case, he was an important personage, already active during the reign of John Tzimiskes. A number of other persons, belonging to the same family and occupying positions of some importance, are known, but as all the information at our disposal is derived from seals, not much can be said about them. There is one, however, who figures prominently in the literary sources. This is Philaretus who, following the Byzantine disaster at Mentzikert in 1071, carved out a principality for himself in the Taurus mountains which was eventually extended to include the cities of Melitene, Antioch and Edessa. His forces consisted almost entirely of Armenians. The Vrachamios family was, of course, Armenian in origin (176).



In this analysis of the Armenian element in the leadership of the empire for the period under consideration, a number of other personages of Armenian origin might have been mentioned. For instance, the Machitars who appear in the service of the empire during the last quarter of the tenth century—the first Machitar seems to have been governor of Lycandos sometime after 973—and continued until the end of the eleventh century (177), or, the Kekaumenoi who produced two important personages in the eleventh century, Katakalon, one of the ablest Byzantine generals of the period, and the author Kekaumenos, the able and wise provincial administrator, whose work is no doubt the most original political treatise in the literature of Byzantium (178). One might mention also the Georgian-Armenian families of Apocapes and Pacurianus, members of both of which
[48] are known to have held important positions in the eleventh century (179). Enough has been said, however, to show how important the Armenian element was among those who directed the destiny of the empire during what was the most brilliant period in its history.
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III.


[48]
In their relations with Armenian chieftains the Byzantines developed the practice of having them yield their possessions to the empire in return for lands located elsewhere in the empire and also for titles and offices. It was an effective way, at least in some instances, of extending the frontier eastward and at the same time integrating recalcitrant elements into the military and political life of the empire. The practice may already be noted under Basil I when, it will be recalled, the Armenian Kourtikios who turned Locana over to the empire, was given a place in the military organization of the empire. It may be noted under Leo VI when another Armenian chieftain, Manuel, ceded Tekis to the empire. Manuel, it will be recalled, moved to Constantinople where he was showered with honors while two of his sons were given new holdings in the region of Trebizond and the other two, important military commands. It was in this way too that the district of Taron had been definitely annexed to the empire in 966. The dispossessed princes were not always happy writh the new arrangement but they usually ended, as it has been pointed out above in connection with the Taronites, by integrating themselves into the military and political life of the empire.

This practice was applied on a large scale during the reign of Basil II and resulted in the annexation by the empire of virtually all Armenia. In most instances, the cessions were induced under pressure and not infrequently force was required to bring about actual annexation.



The first important annexation thus made was the domain of the Curopolates David, a Georgian potentate of Armenian origin. The region [49] known as the Taik constituted the core of his territories, but the latter extended from Manzikert, north of Lake Van, to  Erzerum on the upper Euphrates and northward to the district of Kola and Artans, northwest of Kars. David had aided Basil II at the time of the revolt of Bardas Skleros, but some years later he sided with Bardas Phocas when the latter rose in revolt against the same Emperor (987). It was no doubt in order to escape the vengeance of the victorious Emperor that David made him his heir so that when he died in 1000, apparently the victim of poison, administered perhaps at the instigation of the Emperor, his realm was annexed to the empire and became the theme of Iberia (180).



The annexation of Taik was followed some years later (1022) by that of Vaspurakan. Vaspurakan, which extended from Lake Van to the Araxes and to the chain of mountains which today separates Turkey from Iran, was ceded to the empire apparently because its king, Senacherim, was no longer able to withstand the various foreign and internal pressures, especially the invasion of the Seljuk Turks. The newly annexed country was organized into a catepanate, i.e., a frontier province (181).



The annexation of Vaspurakan had hardly been completed when Basil II received a bequest which resulted eventually in the acquisition of another important Armenian territory. The bequest came from Sempad (Smbat) of Ani, King of Greater Armenia who, having sided with Georgi, the King of the nascent Georgian feudal monarchy, against Basil, had become rather uneasy concerning the intentions of the Byzantine Emperor. Its substance was that while Sempad would continue to rule his realm until his death, the Byzantine emperor was to be his successor. When Sempad died in 1041, however, he was succeeded by his nephew Gagik who, while ready to acknowledge the suzerainty of the emperor, refused to turn his kingdom over to the empire. But the pressures which were brought to bear against him were in the end too strong and he was forced to abdicate. Thus,  Ani and the Kingdom of Greater Armenia were annexed to the empire in 1045 (182). About the same time Gregory Pahlavuni, a learned Armenian better known as Gregory the Magister, yielded to the empire the stronghold of Bgni, located some distance to the east of Ani on the
[50] Churastan (Hurastan) river (183). And in  1064 Gagik, prince of Kars, also ceded his possessions to Byzantium (184).



Thus virtually all Armenia had now become an integral part of the Byzantine empire. The newly acquired land was, of course, inhabited predominantly by Armenians. There were also some Georgians and perhaps elements of other nationalities, but there were no Greeks. This at least, is the impression given by the statement of a native of the theme of Cappadocia, obviously Greek-speaking, who had migrated to Taik about the middle of the eleventh century. "I became an emigrant", he writes, "and I went a distance of one and one-half weeks from my fatherland. And I settled among alien nations with strange religion and tongue". Among the "alien nations" to which he alludes, he mentions only the Armenians (185).



The Armenian princes whose territories were annexed were settled and given lands elsewhere in the empire. Thus Senacherim, the former king of Vaspurakan, together with his three sons, was settled in Sebasteia where he was given extensive possessions. Other lands located in Larissa on the upper Tochma-su, Abara or Amara, placed by Honigmann on the road from Sebasteia to Melitene, somewhat to the northeast of the latter, and Gabadonia, today Develi, south of Caesarea, were also given to him (186). Gagik, the former king of Ani, was given extensive new possessions in the themes of Cappadocia, Charsianon and Lycandos (187). Gregory Pahlavuni and Gagik of Kars were also similarly rewarded. The new lands given to Gregory were located in the theme of Mesopotamia (188), while those of Gagik of Kars were scattered in various places, some located at Tzamandos, others at Larissa and still others at Amasia and Comana. Gagik fixed his residence at Tzamandos (189). The Armenian princes were also honored with important titles. Senacherim was named patrician (190), Gagik of Ani, magister (191), Gregory Pahlavuni magister and dux of Mesopotamia and in addition was entrusted with the administration of a part of Taron, Sasun and Vaspurakan (192).



The displaced Armenian princes took along with them to their new domicile, besides their families, a numerous retinue consisting primarily [51] of their nobility and the latter's following. So numerous indeed was the nobility that followed their princes that their going is said to have emptied Armenia of the most valiant elements of its population. The Greeks, wrote Matthew of Edessa, "Dispersed the most courageous children of Armenia" (193). "Their most constant care was to scatter from the orient all that there was of courageous men and valiant generals of Armenian origin" (194). Of the actual number involved in this displacement no figure can be given. The national Armenian historian Tchamtchian puts those who followed Senacherim to his new domicile at 400,000 (195) and this figure has been repeated by others (195), but there is nothing in the existing sources which bears this figure out. All that we have is the figure of a medieval Armenian historian who says that Senacherim was followed by 16,000 of his compatriots, not counting the women and children (197). But whatever the final figure, there can be little doubt that the number of Armenians who left their homes and settled elsewhere in the empire was a large one. The repeated raids of the Seljuk Turks which began in earnest about this time increased this number still more, and gave to the movement of the Armenians away from their native homes the aspect of a mass migration. The chroniclers who report this movement no doubt exaggerate in their descriptions (198), but their accounts, after allowance has been made for this exaggeration remain nevertheless impressive. Armenians by the thousands left their homeland and went to settle in northern Syria, in Cappadocia, and in Cilicia where they laid the basis for the foundation later in the eleventh century of new Armenian principalities and, toward the end of the twelfth century, of the feudal kingdom of Little Armenia.



When the Armenians began to move into Cappadocia, Cilicia, and northern Syria sometime after the middle of the tenth century, they were, no doubt, as we have already observed, encouraged by the imperial authorities, anxious to repeople the various towns newly captured from the Saracens, particularly in Cilicia and northern Syria, which had suffered considerable losses in population as the result of the departure of most of the Moslems. Their displacement in the eleventh century served a similar purpose, but its primary objective was to assure the peaceful control of the newly acquired Armenian lands by removing the various elements that might be a source of trouble. This was traditional Byzantine policy which had often worked. This time, however, it proved to be one
[52] of the major factors in the breakdown of Byzantine authority in Asia Minor. For the displacement of the Armenians, coming as it did at a time when their homeland was being subjected to the repeated raids of the Seljuks, had removed the element which, fighting for its native land, might have checked these raids. But more important, the displacement of the Armenians weakened the position of the empire in the regions in which they were settled. For, in some of these regions as, for instance, in Cappadocia, their settlement disturbed the social and ethnic complexion and so created serious tensions, while in others, as for instance, Cilicia and northern Syria, the new settlers were ready to start separatist movements the moment the opportunity presented itself (199). What particularly contributed to the development of tension between the Armenian element and the rest of the population were the ecclesiastical problems which the annexation of the Armenian lands and the consequent dispersion of the Armenians had created. There had always been heretical groups in the empire, but orthodoxy, as it finally crystalized, had come to prevail as one of the unifying forces of the empire—the Greek language and the imperial tradition were the other two—but now for the first time since the loss of Egypt and Syria in the seventh century there was a powerful religious minority, dominant in certain regions of the empire, very strong in others. Both church and state were very much concerned about this situation and, as a consequence, brought pressure to bear upon the Armenians to accept the orthodox point of view. But the Armenians, whose cultural and national development was strongly associated with their religious beliefs and practices, resisted stubbornly. As a result, the efforts of the Byzantine church to bring them in line made of them dubious subjects (200). The Armenian element in the Byzantine army was as dominant as ever, but one could no longer be sure of its loyalty (201). Equally questionable was the loyalty of the civil population (202). Still the number of Armenians holding [53] important military commands in the eleventh is as impressive as that of any other century (203). And if many of them did not integrate themselves definitely into the social, political, and military life of the empire as in the past it was largely because of the changed political conditions in Asia Minor.
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IV.


[53]
The defeat of the Byzantine army by the Seljuks at the battle of Mentzikert in 1071 coupled with the civil wars which followed in Byzantium resulted in the definite loss by the empire of eastern and central Asia Minor. This loss included, of course, the regions inhabited by the Armenians. To be sure a territory of considerable extent, stretching from Tarsus in Cilicia to the mountainous country of the upper Pyramus (Gaihan) around Albistan and Marash (Germaniceia) and thence eastward to take in the Mesopotamian regions of the empire around Melitene. Rumanopolis and Edessa and also into Syria to include Antioch, remained for a while, at least nominally, under the jurisdiction of the empire. It was in this territory, it will be recalled, that the Armenians, who had left their homes in connection with the great migration of the late tenth and the eleventh century, had settled. The territory had been salvaged by the Armenian Philaretus who at the time of the battle of Mentzikert was in the service of the empire and bore the title of Great Domestic. Philaretus acted at first as an independent ruler, but, beginning with 1078, he seems to have acknowledged the suzerainty of the Byzantine emperor and was given in return the title of curopalates (204). It was not long, however, before his domain disintegrated. Antioch fell to the Turks in 1084; Edessa and Melitene continued for some time longer to be ruled by Armenian potentates who bore Byzantine titles but who in reality had no effective connections with the empire. But these too were finally lost. Edessa fell to the Crusaders under Baldwin in 1098 (205); Melitene to the Danishmend Turks in 1101 (206). Only in Cilicia, where other Armenian chieftains had established themselves (207), were the Byzantines under the Comneni in the twelfth [54] century able to reassert their authority, but even here, though Armenian barons might fight in their armies and Armenians might refer to their emperors as "our emperors" (208), their hold on the Armenian population was always precarious.

It may be said, therefore, that the battle of Mentzikert and the subsequent loss by the empire of eastern and central Asia Minor brought to an end the great role which, beginning with the end of the sixth century, the Armenians had played in the political and military life of the empire. But Armenians continued to live in the empire down to its very end (209). Two colonies of them, for instance, are known to have existed in western Asia Minor in the thirteenth century. One of them was located near Smyrna, the other around Abydus and in the valley of the Scamander (210). About the origin of these two colonies nothing definite can be said. The one near Smyrna may have been old, going back perhaps to the Armenian settlement in the neighborhood of Priene which is known to have existed in the tenth century. That around Abydus and in the valley of the Scamander, judging from its bitter hostility to the Greeks, may have been more recent, the result perhaps of the transfer of Armenians from another region, as that, for instance, which was effected by John II Comnenus when he took Anazarbus in 1138 (211). When after the fall of Constantinople in 1204 Henry of Flanders crossed over into Asia Minor in an attempt to conquer this region for the Latin empire, the Armenians of this colony flocked to his standards and helped him take Abydus which he entrusted to an Armenian garrison. When, however, shortly afterwards, Henry crossed back over into Europe, the Armenians who had taken his side went there also. They followed him because they feared the vengeance of the Greeks, but in the end they did not escape this vengeance. Settled in Thrace, they were attacked and destroyed by the Greeks in that region. We are told that the Armenians who had followed Henry into Europe numbered 20,000 and that they took along with them their wives and children. Though this figure is, no doubt, an  [55] exaggeration, it does serve to indicate that the Armenian colony around Abydus and in the valley of the Scamander was a numerous one (212).



Armenian colonies continued to exist also in the European provinces of the empire. The Armenians had come there for trade and other purposes, but primarily through the policy of forced transfers, a policy to which the Byzantines, as the reader already knows, resorted very frequently. Byzantine historians of the twelfth century often refer to Armenians inhabiting the country around Philippopolis, especially in order to emphasize their disloyalty to the empire. Though what these historians had in mind were the Paulicians of this region, many of whom at this time, were racially not Armenian in origin, there can be no doubt that the population of Philippopolis and the surrounding country included also Armenians (213). There were Armenians in most of the large towns of the empire. They were particularly numerous in Constantinople (214)  and also in Thessalonica where they are known to have possessed in the thirteenth century a church of their own (215). But besides the Armenians who lived in Thessalonica there were others who dwelt in villages nearby. Armenian villages situated elsewhere in the European regions of the empire are known to have existed at least as late as the end of the twelfth century. An Armenian village was located in the Rila mountains not far south from Dupnica and Samokov in Bulgaria; another near Bitolj in the southwestern corner of what is now Serbian Macedonia; and there were Armenians in the towns of Stromitza and Moglena and along the river Pchinja (216). Though nothing definite can be said about the origin of these Armenian villages, it is quite possible that they went back to the period of Basil II, who, it will be recalled, had settled numerous Armenians in Macedonia, some of whom deserted to the Bulgars (217).



[56] The hostility to the Greeks shown by the Armenians of Abydus at the time when Henry of Flanders tried to conquer that region was not peculiar to that particular group, but reflects the attitude of the Armenians of the empire in general. Known instances of the expression of this attitude are very numerous. This has been noted and commented upon by modern scholars. "The Armenian", writes J. Laurent, "was never able to fraternize completely with the Greeks. However high he may have risen in the empire, however great his fortunes may have been, however devoted the services which he may have rendered in the army and in the administration, the Armenian never became a Byzantine like others. He kept at least for himself and his private life, his language, his habits, his customs and his national religion; grouped with him were other Armenians, immigrants like him; instead of hellenizing himself in Greece, he armenized the Greek territories where he settled; he remained in the Byzantine empire an unassimilated foreign element, which on occasions became dangerous" (218). And elsewhere in the same paper: "There it is how at the hour of danger, when the Seljuk Turks were depriving the Byzantine empire of Asia Minor, Byzantium, instead of finding defenders in the Armenians whom it had established in its territories, saw them stand against it and contribute to the success of its ferocious adversaries" (219).



Another scholar who himself points out the distrust and dislike of the Armenians for the Byzantine empire has called this statement "fantastic-nonsense" (220). Runciman touches upon the Armenians only incidentally and as a consequence, his studies concerning them are less exhaustive than those of Laurent, but his judgment in that matter is certainly closer to the truth. There is no doubt at all that Greeks and Armenians disliked each other and that at times this dislike turned into bitter hostility and found expression in atrocious deeds as, for instance, that of Gagik, the dispossessed king of Ani, who had the Greek bishop of Caesaria seized and put into a sack together with his large dog and then had his men beat bishop and dog until the maddened animal tore his master to shreds (221). There is no doubt either, as the reader already knows and later generations among the Armenians acknowledged (222), that this hostility between Greeks and [57] Armenians was an important factor in the conquest of Asia Minor by the Seljuk Turks. But to say that "however high he may have risen in the empire, however great his fortunes may have been, however devoted the services which he may have rendered in the army and in the administration, the Armenian never became a Byzantine like others" is indeed to talk nonsense, as anyone who knows something about the role of the Armenians in Byzantine society can readily see.



For something like five hundred years, Armenians played an important role in the political, military and administrative life of the Byzantine empire. They served as soldiers and officers, as administrators and emperors. In the early part of this period during the seventh and eighth centuries, when the empire was fighting for its very existence, they contributed greatly in turning back its enemies. But particularly great was their role in the ninth and tenth centuries when as soldiers and officers, administrators and emperors they dominated the social, military and political life of the empire and were largely responsible for its greatness. So dominant indeed was their role during this period that one may refer to the Byzantine empire of these two centuries as Graeco-Armenian; 'Graeco', because as always, its civilization was Greek, 'Armenian', because the element which directed its destinies and provided the greater part of the forces for its defense was largely Armenian or of Armenian origin. It was a role, moreover, of world-wide historical significance for it was during this period that the empire achieved its greatest success, when its armies triumphed everywhere, its missionaries spread the gospel and with it civilization among the southeastern Slavs, and its scholars resurrected Greek antiquity, thus making possible the preservation of its literature. Herein lies perhaps the most important part of the legacy of the Armenians to civilization.
But while all this may be true, the point should be made and made with emphasis that the Armenians in Byzantium who furnished it with its leadership were thoroughly integrated into its political and military life, identified themselves with its interest and adopted the principal features of its culture. In brief, like many other elements of different racial origins, as, for instance, Saracens, Slavs and Turks, who had a similar experience, they became Byzantines.
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Liudprand of Cremona. Works. Trans, by E. A. Wright. New York. 1930.



Mélikoff, Irène. 
La geste de Melik Dānişmend: étude critique du Dānişmendnāme (Paris, 1960), study and French translation.





SECONDARY SOURCES



Adontz, N. 



Армения в эпоху Юстиняна  [Armenia in the Period of Justinian], by Nicholas Adontz (St. Petersburg, 1908).

[English translation (Lisbon, 1970) by Nina G. Garsoian, divided into three parts:



Historico-Geographical Survey of Western Armenia;


The Origin of the Naxarar System; and


The Reform of Justinian in Armenia]



[Armenian translation (Erevan, 1987) by E. H. and A. T. Xondkaryan: Հայաստանը Հուստինիանոսի դարաշրջանում, Armenia in the Period of Justinian].






Bury, J. B. 



A History of the Eastern Roman Empire From the Fall of Irene to the Accession of Basil I (802-67). London, 1912.

A History of the Later Roman Empire from Arcadius to Irene (395 A.D. to 800 A.D.), in two volumes (London, 1889):



Volume 1;


Volume 2.





Canard, M. Histoire de la dynastie des H'amdanides de Jazîra et de Syrie. Paris, 1953.

Dölger, F. Regesten der Kaiserurkunden des oströmischen Reiches. 3 vols. Munich, 1924-32.



Gelzer, H. Die Genesis der byzantinischen Themenverfassung. Leipzig, 1899.
[Armenian translation:  Սկզբնաւորութիւնք բիւզանդեան բանակաթեմերու դրութեան Skzbnaworut'iwnk' biwzandean banakat'emeru drut'ean [Beginnings of the Byzantine Military Theme System] Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 44 (Vienna, 1903).]



Goubert, P.  Byzance avant l'Islam. 1. Byzance et l'Orient sous les successeurs de Justinien.  L'Empereur Maurice. Paris, 1951.



Grousset, R. Histoire de l'Arménie des origines à 1071. Paris, 1947.



Hirsch, F. Byzantinische Studien. Leipzig, 1876.



Honigmann, E. 
Die Ostgrenze des byzantinischen Reiches: von 363 bis 1071 nach griechischen, arabischen, syrischen und armenischen Quellen,  Brussels, 1935.



Jireček , C. Geschichte der Bulgaren. Prague, 1877.



Karayannopulos, J. Die Entstehung der byzantinischen Themenordnung. Munich, 1959.



Laurent, J.



L'Arménie entre Byzance et l'Islam depuis la conquête arabe jusqu'en 836, Paris, 1919.

Byzance et les Turcs seldjoucides dans l'Asie occidentale jusqu'en 1081, Paris, 1913.







Lebeau, C. Histoire du Bas-Empire. Ed. Saint-Martin and Brosset. 21 vols. Paris, 1824-36.

Lombard, A. Etudes d'histoire byzantine. Constantin V, empereur des Romains (740-775).       Paris, 1902.



Ostrogorsky, G. History of the Byzantine State. New Brunswick, NJ, 1957.



Peeters, P. 



Acta Sanctorum, Novembris, Tomus Quartus. Brussels, 1925.

Orient et Byzance. Le Tréfonds Oriental de l'hagiographie byzantine. Brussels, 1950.





Runciman, S. 

The Emperor Romanus Lecapenus and His Reign. Cambridge, 1929.
 A History of the First Bulgarian Empire. London, 1930.


 The Medieval Manichee. Cambridge, 1947.





Schlumbergcr, G. 

L'épopée byzantine à la fin du dixième siècle. 3 vols. Paris, 1896-1905.
Un empereur byzantin au dixième siècle: Nicéphore Phocas. Paris, 1890.





Tchamtchian/Chamich, M. 
History of Armenia. 2 vols. Calcutta, 1822:

volume 1


volume 2.



Thiriet, F. 

La Romanie Vénetienne au Moyen Age. Paris, 1959.
Régestes de délibérations du Sénat de Venise concernant la Romanie. 2 vols. Paris, 1959.





Tournebize, Fr. Histoire politique et religieuse de l'Arménie, depuis les origines des 
Arméniens jusqu'à la mort de leur dernier roi (l'an 1393). Paris, 1900.

Vasiliev, A. A. 



History of the Byzantine Empire. Second ed. Madison, WI, 1952.

Vasiliev and Grégoire, H. Byzance et les Arabes. 2 vols. Brussels, 1935.



Works by A. A. Vasiliev, at Internet Archive.





Vogt, A. Basile Ie empereur de Byzance (867-886) et la civilisation byzantine à la fin du
          IXe siècle. Paris, 1908.
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SECONDARY SOURCES: PERIODICAL



  Adontz, N. 



[Études Arméno-byzantines (Lisbon, 1965), contains many of the entries below]

[Writings by Nicholas Adontz, at Internet Archive]



"L'Age et l'origine de l'empereur Basile I", Byzantion 8 (1933): 475-500; 
Byzantion 9 (1934): 223-260.

————- "Les fonds historiques de l'épopée byzantine Digénis Akritas", Byzantinische Zeitschrift

            29 (1929-30): 198-227.

————- "Notes Arméno-Byzantines", Byzantion 9 (1934): 367-382, 10 (1935): 161-203.

————- "Observations sur la généalogie des Taronites", Byzantion 14 (1939): 407-413.

————- "Les légendes de Maurice et de Constantin V, empereurs de Byzance". (Annuaire de

                        l'Institut de Philologie et d'Histoire Orientales 2); Brussels, 1934.

 ————- "La portée historique de l'oraison funèbre de Basile I par son fils Leon VI le Sage",

            Byzantion 8 (1933): 501-513.

 ————- "Role of the Armenians in Byzantine Science", Armenian Review, vol. 3, no. 3
 
                      (1950): 55-73.

 ————- "Samuel l'Arménien, roi des Bulgares", (Mémoires de l'Académie Royale de Belgique,

                        Classe des Lettres 38); Brussels, 1938.

 ————- "Sur l'origine de Léon V, empereur de Byzance", Armeniaca 2 (1927): 1-10.

 ————- "Les Taronites en Arménie et à Byzance", Byzantion 9 (1934): 715-738; 10 (1935):

            531-551; 11 (1936): 21-42.

————- "Tornik le moine", Byzantion 13 (1938): 143-164.

————- and Grégoire, H. "Nicéphore au Col roide", Byzantion 8 (1933): 203-212.





 Anderson, J. G. C.

 "The Campaign of Basil I Against the Paulicians in 872 A. D.", The Classical Review 10 (1896): 136-139.
 "The Road System of Eastern Asia Minor with the Evidence of Byzantine Campaigns", The Journal of Hellenic Studies 17 (1897): 22-44.





 Avalichvili, Z. "La succession du Curopalate David d'Ibérie, dynaste de Tao", Byzantion
            8 (1933): 177-202.

 Blake, R. P. "Some Byzantine Accounting Practices Illustrated from Georgian Sources", Harvard Studies in Classical Philology  51 (1940): 14-18.



 Brooks, E. W. "Arabic Lists of the Byzantine Themes", The Journal of Hellenic Studies
            21 (1901): 67-77.



————- [Other works by E. W. Brooks, at Internet Archive.]



 Buckler, Georgina. "A Sixth Century Botaniates", Byzantion 6 (1931): 405-410.



 Buckler, W. H. "Two Gateway Inscriptions", Byzantinische Zeitschrift 30 (1929-1930): 646-648.



Charanis, P. 



The compilation  Selected Writings of Peter Charanis contains the entries below and more]:

"The Chronicle of Moncmvasia and the Question of the Slavonic Settlements in
            Greece", Dumbarton Oaks Papers 5 (1950): 139-167.

———— "Ethnic Changes in the Byzantine Empire in the Seventh Century", Dumbarton
            Oaks Papers 13 (1959): 25-44.

———— "The Jews in the Byzantine Empire under the First Palaeologi", Speculum 22
            (1947): 75-77.

———— "On the Ethnic Composition of Byzantine Asia Minor in the Thirteenth Century)),
           (Προσφορά εις Στιλπωνα 11. Κυριακύδζ,ν). Thessalonika, 1953.





Cumont, F.  "L'annexion du Pont Polémoniaque et de la Petite Arménie," by Franz Cumont, from Anatolian Studies Presented to Sir William Mitchell Ramsay, ed. W. H. Buckler and W. M. Calder (Manchester, 1923), pp. 109-119.

De Boor, C. "Zu Genesios", Byzantinische Zeitschrift 10 (1901): 62-65.



Der Nersessian, S. "The Kingdom of Cilician Armenia,"  in A History of the Crusades,
  vol. II, The Later Crusades 1181-1311. Ed. by Wolff and Hazard. Philadelphia, 1962.



Doens, I. "Nicon de la Montagne Noire", Byzantion 24 (1954): 131-140.



Dvornik, F. "The Patriarch Photius and Iconoclasm," Dumbarton Oaks Papers 7 (1953):
           67-97.



Gelzer, H. 



"Pergamon unter Byzantinern und Osmanen", (Abhandlungen des Königlich
           preussischen Akademie der Wissenschaften von Jahre 1903); Berlin, 1903.
 "Ungedruckte und ungenügend veröffentlichte Texte der Notitiae Episcopatum",
           (Königlich Akademie der Wissenschaften, München, Philologisch-Historische Abtei
            lung, Abhandlugen 51); Munich, 1901.





Grégoire, H. 

"An Armenian Dynasty on the Byzantine Throne", Armenian Quarterly 1
           (1946): 4-21.
 "Les Arméniens entre Byzance et  l'Islam", Byzantion 10 (1935): 665-667.


"La carrière du premier Nicéphore Phocas", (Προσφορά εις Στίλπωνχ ττ, Κυριάκό^); Théssalonika, 1953.
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"Études sur le neuvième siècle", Byzantion 8 (1933): 515-550.
 "Manuel et Théophobe ou la concurrence de deux monastères", Byzantion 9 (1934):
          183-204.


 "Notes épigraphiques", Byzantion 8 (1933): 49-88.


"Notules", Byzantion 8 (1933): 569-574.


"Précisions géographiques et chronologiques sur les Pauliciens", (Académie royale de
          Belgique: Bulletin de la Classe des Lettres et des Sciences Morales et Politiques,
          5 ser.); Brussels, 1947.





Gyoni, M. "L'oeuvre de Kekaumenos, sources de l'histoire romaine", Revue d'Histoire 
Comparée (nouvelle série) 3 (1945): 109-125.

 Honigmann, E. 



Article: "Malatya", in The Encyclopaedia of Islam 3 (1936 ed.): 192-197.
 "Trois mémoires posthumes d'histoire et de géographie de l'orient chrétien", 
(Académie Royale de Belgique. Classe des Lettres et de Sciences Morales et Politiques.
          Mémoire. Tome LIV); Brussels, 1961.





Janin, R. "Un Arabe ministre à Byzance: Samonas", Echos d'Orient 36 (1935): 307-318.

Jenkins, R. J. H. 



"The Flight of Samonas", Speculum 23 (1948): 217-235.

Jenkins, R. J. H., Laourdas, B., Mango, C. A. "Nine Orations of Arethas from  Cod. Marc. Gr. 524", Byzantinische Zeitschrift 47 (1954): 1-40.





Jireček , C. Review of G. Weigand's Vlacho-Meglen, Eine ethnographisch-philologische Un
tersuchung, in Arkhiv für slavische Philologie 15 (1893): 98.

 Kyriakides, P. "Τὸ Μολυβδόβουλον του Στρατηγού Μελιού", 'Επιστημονική 'Επετηρΐς της Φιλοσοφική Σχολμς του Πανεπιστημίου Θεσσαλονίκης. Thessalonika, 1932.



 Laurent, J. 



"Byzance et Antioche sous le curopalate Philarète," Revue des études arméniennes
          9 (1929): 61-72.

"Des Grecs aux Croisés. Etude sur l'histoire d'Edesse entre 1071 et 1098", Byzantion
          1 (1924): 367-449.



"Les origines médiévales de la question Arménienne," Revue des études arméniennes 1 (1920): 35-54.



[Selection of J. Laurent's writings, at Internet Archive.]





 Lemerle, P. "Prolégomènes à une édition critique et commentée des "Conseils et Récits" de Kekaumenos", (Académie Royale de Belgique. Classe des Lettres et des Sciences
          Morales et Politiques, Mémoires 56); Brussels, 1960.

 Macler, F. "Erzeroum ou topographie de la haute Arménie", Journal Asiatique (11e sérié)
          13 (1919): 153-237.



 Ostrogorsky, G. "Korreferat zu A. Pertusi 'La Formation des thèmes byzantins', " Berichte
          zum X I internationalen Byzantinisten-Kongress. Munich, 1958: I, 1-8.



 Peeters, P. "Un Colophon Géorgien de Thornik le moine", Analecta Bollendiana 50 (1932):
          358-371.



 Pelekanides, St. Μ. Βυςαντινὰ καὶ  Μεταβυςαντινὰ Μνημἕτα της Πρέσπας. Thessalonika, 1960.



 Pertusi, A. "La Formation des thèmes byzantins", Berichte zum XI internationalen 
Byzantinisten-Kongress. Munich, 1958: I, 1-40.



 Tarchnisvili, M. "Die Anfänge der schriftstellerischen Tätigkeit der hl. Euthymius und der
          Aufstand von Bardas Skieros", Oriens Christianus 38 (1954): 113-124.



 Vasiliev, A. A. "Harun-Ibn Yahya and His Description of Constantinople", Seminarium
           Kondakovianum 5 (1932): 149-163.



 Vryonis, S. 



"Byzantium: The Social Basis of Decline in the Eleventh Century," Greek, Roman and Byzantine Studies 2 no. 2 (1959): 157-175.

[Numerous articles and books: Selected Writings of Speros Vryonis, Jr., at Internet Archive.]
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Some Reference Works about 
 Ancient and Medieval Armenia 
 at Internet Archive


Prepared by Robert G. Bedrosian


Resource Guides


Eastern Asia Minor and the Caucasus in Remote and Classical Antiquity. This file has clickable links to
resources at Internet Archive, Encyclopaedia Iranica, The Ancient World Online (AWOL), Sacred-Texts;
LacusCurtius; Livius; Attalus; Tertullian; Perseus; Wikipedia and others. The material is divided into the
following categories: 1. Prehistory; 2. Hittite, Hurrian, Urartian; 3. Assyrian; 4. The Hebrew Bible, Levantine
Sources; 5. Iranian; 6. Greek; 7. Latin. Attached to the document are chronological tables.


Historical Geography of Armenia and Neighboring Lands at Internet Archive. This file contains clickable
links to resources at Internet Archive, Wikipedia, and other sites, for Armenian historical geography from
remote antiquity through the 20th century.


Armenia and Neighboring Lands in Classical Antiquity. Historical Geography of Armenia, the Caucasus, and
Neighboring Lands, in Classical Antiquity. This is a file of clickable links to entries in Encyclopaedia
Iranica. Topics include: Asia Minor/Caucasus, Pontus, Cappadocia, Commagene, Cilicia, Armenia and
Neighbors, Iberia/Georgia, Pre-Islamic Iran, as well as relevant peoples and places in Remote and Classical
Antiquity. A selection of beautiful color maps from Heinrich Kiepert's Atlas Antiquus (Berlin, 1869) appears
as an attachment to the document.


Medieval Kingdoms and Communities. This is a clickable index of some of Internet Archive's resources
about Armenian kingdoms, principalities, and some non-traditional groups on the Armenian Highlands during
the 10th-15th centuries.


Armenians and Byzantium. This file has clickable links to resources at Internet Archive; Fordham University;
Encyclopaedia Iranica; The Ancient World Online (AWOL); Dumbarton Oaks; Tertullian; Google Images;



https://archive.org/details/Bedrosian2019EAMCRCA

https://archive.org/details/ia_armenian_hist_geography

https://archive.org/details/ia_ei_histgeo

https://archive.org/details/ia_medkingcom

https://archive.org/details/ia_armenians_byzantium





Wikipedia; and scholarly journals in Armenia, as well as materials for the study of the Armenian Highlands in
the 4th-14th centuries. Chronological tables are attached to the document.


Armenian History and Some Turco-Mongolica at Internet Archive. This file has clickable links to resources at
Internet Archive, Encyclopaedia Iranica, and scholarly journals in Armenia, as well as materials for the study
of the Armenian Highlands in the 11th-15th centuries (the Saljuq, Mongol and early Ottoman periods).
Chronological tables are attached to the document.


Armenian Historical Sources (5th-15th Centuries) in English Translation at Internet Archive.


Classical Armenian Historical Texts (5th-15th Centuries) at Internet Archive, in 12 pdf pages. This file is a
clickable index for some of Internet Archive's grabar resources. Additionally, the document contains links to
relevant materials at the Armenian journals Patma-banasirakan handes [Historico-Philological Journal],
Lraber hasarakakan gitut'yunneri [Bulletin of Social Sciences], the serial Banber Matenadarani [Journal of
the Matenadaran], and the Armenian Academy of Sciences.


Studies of Armenian Literature (5th-17th Centuries) at Internet Archive, in 109 pdf pages. This is a clickable
index for some of Internet Archive's resources. It includes studies of Armenian historical sources, secular
medieval poetry, and the works of fabulists, as well as general reference works and bibliographies.


Armenian Bibliographies at Internet Archive, in 3 pdf pages. This file contains clickable links to Internet
Archive's collection of bibliographies on Armenian topics. The list, which is arranged by date archived, also
is available here.


Armenian Lawcodes and Legal History (5th-15th Centuries) at Internet Archive, in 6 pdf pages. This file is a
clickable index of some of Internet Archive's resources. Additionally, the document contains links to relevant
materials at Encyclopaedia Iranica, Wikipedia, Fordham University, Yale Law School, The Ancient World
Online (AWOL), and the Armenian journals Patma-banasirakan handes [Historico-Philological Journal],
Lraber hasarakakan gitut'yunneri [Bulletin of Social Sciences], and the serial Banber Matenadarani [Journal
of the Matenadaran].


Armenian Noble Houses at Internet Archive, in 186 searchable pdf pages. This file is a clickable index for
some of Internet Archive's resources. Additionally, the document contains links to relevant materials at
Encyclopaedia Iranica and Wikipedia.


Armenian Church Resources (5th-19th Centuries) at Internet Archive, in 27 pdf pages. This file is a clickable
index for some of Internet Archive's resources. Includes Apostolic, Roman Catholic, and Protestant
confessions, as well as catalogs, philosophical, patristic, and theological materials. Additionally, the
document contains links to relevant materials at other sites.


Armenian Folklore and Mythology Resources at Internet Archive, including some Iranica and Indica and
other reference materials, in 33 pdf pages. This file is a clickable index for some of Internet Archive's rich
resources.


Travellers to Armenia (in the 17th through early 20th centuries) at Internet Archive, in 28 pdf pages. This file
is a clickable index for some of Internet Archive's resources about journeys to the Armenian Highlands and
neighboring lands. Additionally, the document contains links to relevant materials at Encyclopaedia Iranica.


Armenian Genocide Resources at Internet Archive, in 7 pdf pages. This file is a clickable index for some of
Internet Archive's resources about the Armenian Genocide (1915-1923). Additionally, the document contains
links to relevant materials at Wikipedia, and maps (as attachments).



https://archive.org/details/ia_armenian_turco-mongolica

https://archive.org/details/ia_Armenian_Hsrces

https://archive.org/details/ia_grabar_hist

https://archive.org/details/ia_armenian_lit_05-17th

https://archive.org/details/ia-armenian-bibliographies

https://archive.org/search.php?query=Ts%27ankk%27&sort=-publicdate

https://archive.org/details/ia_armenian_legal_history

https://archive.org/details/ia_armenian_noble_houses

https://archive.org/details/ia_armenian_church.resources

https://archive.org/details/ia_armenian_folklore

https://archive.org/details/ia_armenia_travellers

https://archive.org/details/ia_armenian_genocide





Armenian Dictionaries and Grammars at Internet Archive, in 9 pdf pages. This is a clickable index for some
of Internet Archive's Armenian resources, and also includes some Georgian and Kurdish material.


Learning Western Armenian at Internet Archive, in 7 pdf pages. This file contains clickable links to resources
at Internet Archive for learning to read, write, and speak Western Armenian. The guide is intended for
speakers of English, French, or Turkish. Wikipedia has an excellent article on Western Armenian, describing
the language's history and development and where it is spoken. Internet Archive's collection includes
textbooks/grammars, readers, dictionaries, as well as bilingual works (which also make terrific and fun study
aids).


Learning Classical Armenian on the Internet. This page of links points the way to a completely free education
in grabar, Classical Armenian. Includes URLs to: 1. A college-level course in grabar at the University of
Texas website. Available using both the Armenian alphabet and Romanization, this course [Classical
Armenian Online] was prepared by John A. C. Greppin, Todd B. Krause, and Jonathan Slocum. Material from
Armenian historical sources is used in the exercises. 2. Clickable links which will download a fair number of
grabar texts with English translations and a Grabar-English dictionary, all available at Internet Archive.


Gems from the Bible Series


These are study aids for those wanting to learn Classical Armenian irrespective of native language.
These selections from the Old Testament include passages of historical, folklorical, and literary
value, as well as those containing beautiful phraseology and important vocabulary. The format for
the passages shows the grabar text on the left, and a translation on the right. The default translation
language is English. However, there is a Google Translate box at the upper right of that screen which
allows translation of the English into many languages. Texts used: Astuatsashunch' matean hin ew
nor ktakaranats', hamematut'eamb ebrayakan ew yunakan bnagrats' [Old and New Testaments of
the Bible, compared with the Hebrew and Greek texts] (Constantinople, 1895); Oxford Annotated
Bible, Revised Standard Edition (New York, 1962).


Genesis through Deuteronomy 
Joshua through Esther 
Job through the Song of Songs 
The Prophets


Some Reference Works about Ancient and Medieval Armenia at Internet Archive. This page, in pdf format. 



https://archive.org/details/ia_armenian_dictionaries

https://archive.org/details/western-armenian-ia

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_Armenian

https://archive.org/details/LearningClassicalArmenianOnTheInternet
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Maps


Maps of Historical Armenia and Neighboring Lands. This download, in 62 bookmarked pdf pages, is a
collection of color and black-and-white maps in Armenian, Russian, and English, showing historical Armenia
from remote antiquity through the 14th century. Most of the maps were drawn by the renowned cartographer
Suren T. Eremyan. Other cartographers include E. V. Xanzadyan, M. A. Katvalyan, B. H. Harut'yunyan and
Cyril Toumanoff.


Maps of Asia Minor, the Caucasus, and Neighbors in Antiquity. A collection of 283 beautiful historical maps
of Asia Minor (including the Armenian Highlands), the Caucasus, Iran, and neighboring lands including the
Aegean Basin, the Levant, and northern Africa ca. 1500 B.C. to 1500 A.D. Cartographers include: Samuel
Butler, William Shepherd, Ramsey Muir, Heinrich Kiepert, William Ramsay, Keith Johnston, George Adam
Smith, Suren Eremyan, Cyril Toumanoff, W. E. D. Allen and others. Graphics in zipped HTML file.


Armenia: A Historical Atlas, by Robert H. Hewsen(Chicago, 2001). A Wikipedia entry describes the life and
achievements of Robert Hewsen, an extraordinary American historian and cartographer. His magnum opus is
the Atlas. Internet Archive has the entire Atlas, divided into parts. The document referenced here is a page of
clickable links to those parts.


A Manual of Ancient Geography (London, 1881) by the great cartographer Heinrich Kiepert, G. A.
Macmillan, translator in 335 searchable and bookmarked pdf pages. Attached to the document is a selection
of Kiepert's beautiful maps from Atlas Antiquus (Berlin, 1869).


Chronological Tables


Ancient and Medieval Chronological Tables. This is a pdf page with clickable links to tables of importance
for ancient and medieval history (ancient times through the 15th century A.D.) at Internet Archive. The tables
also appear as attachments to the pdf document.


Armenian Chronological Tables. This is a pdf page with clickable links to tables of importance for Armenian
history (ancient times through the 15th century A.D.) at Internet Archive. The tables also appear as
attachments to the pdf document. Categories: Rulers of Armenia and of Western and Eastern Empires; Rulers
of Armenia and Iberia/Georgia; Kat'oghikoi and Corresponding Secular Rulers of the Armenians; Arab
Governors (Ostikans) of Arminiya, 8th Century; Medieval Rulers of Antioch, Cyprus, and Jerusalem; and
Rulers of the Mongol Empires. The index is available in pdf and HTML formats (armchrons.html).


Chronological Tables ca. 1500 B.C. to ca. 1500 A.D. Accurate chronological tables based on chronologies
from the Cambridge Ancient History, Cambridge History of Iran, Cambridge Medieval History, and other
reliable sources. Chronologies cover the period ca. 1500 B.C. to 1500 A.D. and include Western Empires
(Hellenistic, Roman, Byzantine (to 1453)); Eastern Empires (Iranian, Arab, Saljuq, Mongol, Timurid,
Ottoman (to 1481)); Rulers of Armenia and Georgia; Arab Governors (ostikans) of Armenia; Medieval Rulers
of Antioch, Cyprus, and Jerusalem; Heads of the Syrian, Armenian, Nestorian, and Roman Catholic Churches
to ca. 1500; Rulers of the Mongol Empires; as well as tables to accompany Eusebius' Chronicle (Rulers of
Egypt (partial), Assyria, Babylonia, Israel, Judah, Palestine, Judea, Galilee, and Ituraea). Zipped HTML files.


Armenian Writers (5th-13th Centuries), is an HTML application which displays lists of the major Armenian
authors, heads of the Church, and corresponding secular rulers of the Armenians, in adjacent scrollable
frames. Information about the writers includes their major works, and biographies. This material is based on a
course entitled History of Armenian Literature taught by Professor Krikor H. Maksoudian at Columbia



https://archive.org/details/ArmenianHistGeoMaps
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University in Autumn-Spring of 1972-1973, and compiled by his student, Robert Bedrosian, from class notes,
handouts, and other sources.


Art History


Books and articles about Armenian art, at Internet Archive.


Ancient Arts of Western Asia and Northeastern Africa: Images and Texts, in 10 searchable pdf pages. This
file has clickable links to resources at Google Images, Wikipedia, Internet Archive, The Ancient World
Online (AWOL), Encyclopaedia Iranica, Sacred-Texts, and the Heilbrunn Timeline of Art History, at New
York's Metropolitan Museum of Art. Categories include Mesopotamia, Western Iran, Asia Minor and the
Caucasus, the Levant, Northeastern Africa, and Classical Art (Greece and Rome).


Ancient Arts of Eastern and Southern Asia: Images and Texts, in 11 searchable pdf pages. This file has
clickable links to resources at Google Images, Wikipedia, Internet Archive, Encyclopedia of East Asian Art,
The Ancient World Online (AWOL), Sacred-Texts, and the Heilbrunn Timeline of Art History, at New York's
Metropolitan Museum of Art. Categories include China, Korea, Japan, India, and Southeast Asia.


Ancient and Medieval Gardens, in 961 searchable and bookmarked pdf pages, with a section of Armeniaca.
This file includes clickable links to resources at Internet Archive, Wikipedia, Encyclopaedia Iranica,
Dumbarton Oaks, The Ancient World Online (AWOL), Sacred-Texts, Google, Google Images, Bard
University, and other sites. Topics include: Gardening in antiquity and the Middle Ages,
Fragrance/Perfume/Incense, Herbology, Folklore and Mythology.


Miscellaneous Armenian-Language Books of the 19th and Early 20th Centuries at Internet Archive. This is a
clickable index for some of Internet Archive's Armenian-language resources. These books were selected for
their illustrations, charts, tables, topics, and/or antiquarian interest. Though mostly unrelated to Armenian
studies, they are examples of the breadth and fineness of some popular Armenian printed works.
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*


A History of Armenian Literature from the 5th to the 19th Centuries, by Srbouhi Hairapetian (Los Angeles,
1995), in 648 searchable and bookmarked pdf pages, translated into English by multiple translators, and
edited by Barlow Der Mugrdechian and Yervant Kotchounian. This is a translation of the author's outstanding
Armenian original (1986), and is the best general work on the subject in English. Contents: I. Literature of the
Ancient Period (Beginning to 10th Century); II. Medieval Literature (10th to 17th Centuries); and III.
Literature of Restoration (17th through 18th Centuries).


Bibliographia Caucasica et Transcaucasica, volumes 1 and 2 (St. Petersburg, 1874-1876) compiled by M.
Miansarof. Invaluable, extensive bibliographical information about the Caucasus and Transcaucasus. Preface
and tables of contents in French and Russian. Categories include: Natural history, ethnography, peoples,
expeditions, antiquities and inscriptions, numismatics, history, religion, ecclesiastical literature. 873 pdf
pages.


Հայկական մատենագիտութիւն Haykakan matenagitut'iwn (Venice, 1883) by Armenak Salmaslian.
Bibliography of Armenological works and Armenian-language literary works published from 1565 through
1883. 761 pdf pages.


Armenische Grammatik (Leipzig, 1897) by the German philologist Heinrich Hubschmann (1848-1908). An
encyclopedic German-language study of the probable origin of numerous Armenian words listing, in
dictionary fashion, Persian, Syriac, and Greek loanwords, followed by native Armenian vocabulary. 611 pdf
pages.


Armenian translation by Jacobus Dashian/Yakovbos Tashean of predecessor works by Hubschmann
and C. Brockelmann: Ուսումնասիրութիւնք հայերէնի փոխառեալ բարից
Usumnasirut'iwnk' hayere'ni p'oxar'eal barits' [Studies of Armenian Loanwords] (Vienna, 1894), in
233 pdf pages. 1. H. Hubschmann, Semitic; 2. C. Brockelmann, Greek; 3. H. Hubschmann, Native
Armenian. Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 15.


Die Umschreibung der iranischen Sprachen und des Armenischen, by Heinrich Hubschmann (Leipzig, 1882),
in 54 pdf pages.


Armenische Studien, by Heinrich Hubschmann (Leipzig, 1883), in 116 pdf pages.


Persische Studien, by Heinrich Hubschmann (Strassburg, 1895), in 315 pdf pages.


Untersuchungen zur Geschichte von Eran, by Joseph Marquart, in two volumes: volume 1 (Gottingen, 1895),
in 792 pdf pages; volume 2 (Gottingen, 1905), in 260 pdf pages.


Chronologische Untersuchungen, by Joseph Marquart (Leipzig, 1899), in 87 pdf pages.


Osteuropäische und ostasiatische Streifzüge, Ethnologische und historisch-topographische Studien zur
Geschichte des 9. und 10. Jahrhunderts, ca. 840-940, by Joseph Marquart (Leipzig, 1903), in 624 pdf pages.


Armenische Studien, by Paul de Lagarde (Gottingen, 1877), in 190 pdf pages.


Gesammelte Abhandlungen, by Paul de Lagarde (Leipzig, 1866), in 302 pdf pages.
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Materialien zur älteren Geschichte Armeniens und Mesopotamiens, by Ferdinand Friedrich Carl Lehmann-
Haupt and Max von Berchem (Berlin, 1907), in 226 pdf pages.


Armenien, einst und jetzt, by Ferdinand Friedrich Carl Lehmann-Haupt, volumes 1 and 2 (Berlin, 1910-
1931), in 568 pdf pages.


Iranisches Namenbuch (Marburg, 1895), by the Iranist Ferdinand Justi (1837-1907). This study, perhaps
Justi's finest work, contains some 4,500 names and 9,500 different individuals mentioned in Iranian-language
sources (Avestan, Middle and New Persian, etc.) from the oldest Avestan texts up to Justi's day. It also lists
names recorded since the 9th-century B.C. in the literary, epigraphical, numismatic, and other traditions of
peoples that Iranians came into contact with or which mention Iranian names (including in languages such as
Assyrian, Hebrew, Greek, Syriac, Armenian, Georgian). The entries provide extensive documentation,
transforming this work into an historical onomasticon. Justi's meticulous scholarship makes his writings
invaluable more than 100 years after his death. 571 pdf pages.


Eranshahr nach der Geographie des Ps. Moses Xoranac'i (Berlin, 1901), by Joseph Marquart/Markwart [Iran
according to the Geography of Pseudo-Moses Xoranac'i]. Classical Armenian text, German translation and
commentary about the districts of Iran in the famous Geography [Ashkharats'oyts'], a 7th century work by the
Armenian polymath Anania of Shirak (610-685). In Marquart's day this work was attributed to the historian
Moses of Xoren. However, the reassigned authorship in no way compromises its information or Marquart's
study. An invaluable work for Iranian, and Armenian studies, as well as for the study of Asian geography.


Die altarmenischen Ortsnamen by Heinrich Hubschmann (Strasbourg, 1904). This is a listing and
morphological analysis of Old Armenian toponyms and is invaluable for studying the historical geography
and civilizations of the Armenian Highlands.


Armenian translation of the above: Հին հայոց տեղւոյ աննունները Hin hayots' teghwoy
annunnere" [Ancient Armenian Place Names] (Vienna, 1907), by Heinrich Hubschmann.


The Historical Geography of Asia Minor (London, 1890; reprinted numerous times), by the distinguished
archaeologist and New Testament scholar W. M. Ramsay (1851-1939), in 538 pdf pages.


J. Saint-Martin, Mémoires historiques et géographiques sur l'Arménie (Paris, 1818-1819), in two volumes: 
volume 1, in 474 pdf pages. 
volume 2, in 536 pdf pages.


Neilson C. Debevoise, A Political History of Parthia (Chicago, 1938), in 348 bookmarked and searchable pdf
pages. The dynasty of the Arsacids or Parthians ruled Iran/Persia and neighbors from about 247 B.C. to 224
A.D. Contents: 1. The Growth of Parthia; 2. Early Foreign Relations; 3. The Indo-Iranian Frontier; 4. Drums
of Carrhae; 5. The Struggle in Syria; 6. Antony and Armenia; 7. The Contest for the Euphrates; 8. The
Campaign of Corbulo; 9. Parthia in Commerce and Literature; 10. Trajan in Armenia and Mesopotamia; 11.
The Downfall of the Parthian Empire; Rulers: Parthian, Seleucid, Roman Emperors; Map.


V. Chapot, La frontière de l'Euphrate de Pompée à la conquête arabe (Paris, 1907). A detailed study of the
historical geography and ethnography of western historical Armenia from Roman times through the 7th
century A.D.


Armenian translation of the above: Եփրատի սահմանագլուխը Պոմբէոսի
ժամանակէն մինչեւ Արաբացւոց աշխարհակալութիւնը Ep'rati sahmanagluxe"
Pombe'osi zhamanake'n minch'ew Arabats'wots' ashxarhakalut'iwne" [The Euphratean Frontier from
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the Time of Pompey until the Arab Conquest], by V. Chapot, translated by Y. Tashean (Vienna,
1960), in 802 pdf pages. Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 189.


Karl Güterbock, Römisch-Armenien und die Römischen Satrapieen im vierten bis sechsten Jahrhundert
(Königsberg, 1900).


Armenian translation of the above, Karl Güterbock's Հռովմէական հայաստան եւ
հռովմէական սատրապութիւնները դ-զ դարերուն Hr'ovme'akan hayastan ew
hr'ovme'akan satraput'iwnnere" d-z darerun [Byzantine Armenia and the Byzantine Satrapies in the
4th-6th centuries] (Vienna, 1914). Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 74.


Pascal Asdourian, Die politischen Beziehungen zwischen Armenien und Rom (Venice, 1911).


Hakob Manandyan, Տիգրան Բ և Հռոմը Tigran B ev Hr'ome" [Tigran II and Rome] (Erevan, 1977), in
208 pdf pages. This work was published originally in 1940. The scan was made from Manandyan's Erker A
[Works I] (Erevan, 1977) pp. 407-607.


Translations of this classic work are available in:


English, 
French, and 
Russian.


Karl Güterbock, Byzanz und Persien in ihren diplomatisch-völkerrechtlichen beziehungen im zeitalter
Justinians (Berlin, 1906).


Armenian translation of the above, Karl Güterbock's Բիւզանդիոն եւ Պարսկաստան եւ
անոնց դիւանագիտական եւ ազգային-իրաւական յարաբերութիւնները
Biwzandion ew Parskastan ew anonts' diwanagitakan ew azgayin-irawakan yaraberut'iwnnere"
Yustinianu zhamanak [Byzantium and Persia and Their Diplomatic and National-Juridical Relations
in the Time of Justinian] (Vienna, 1911). Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 62. Unfortunately, the
title page is mangled, and pages 68-69 are missing.


W. Tomaschek, Sasun und das Quellengebiet des Tigris (Wien, 1896), in 47 pdf pages.


Armenian translation of the above, W. Tomaschek's Սասուն եւ Տիգրիսի աղբերաց
սահմանները Sasun ew Tigrisi aghberats' sahmannere" [Sasun and the Sources of the Tigris]
(Vienna, 1896). Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 21.


Theodor Nöldeke, Aufsätze zur persischen Geschichte (Leipzig, 1887).


Armenian translation of the above, Theodor Nöldeke's Պատմութիւն Սասանեան
տէրութեան Patmut'iwn Sasanean te'rut'ean [History of the Sasanian Empire] (Vagharshapat,
1896).


K. Patkanov/Patkanian, Essai d'une histoire de la dynastie des Sassanides, d'àpres les renseignements fournis
par les historiens arméniens, in 149 pdf pages. This valuable monograph, which appeared in Journal
Asiatique ser. VI, vol. VII (1866) pp. 101-238, translates and examines passages from Classical Armenian
historical sources of the 5-13th centuries for information on the dynasty of the Sasanians/Sassanians in
Persia/Iran (A.D. 224-651). Historians include: Agat'angeghos, P'awstos Buzand, Koriwn, Ghazar P'arpets'i,
Eghishe, Sebeos, Ghewond, Zenob Glak, Moses of Khoren, John Mamikonean, John Kat'oghikos, T'ovma
Artsruni, Step'annos Asoghik, Movses Dasxurantsi, Samuel of Ani, Mxit'ar of Ayrivank', Vardan Arewelts'i,
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Kirakos of Ganjak, and Step'annos Orbelean. The monograph was subsequently published as a separate book.
The article is a French translation done by E. Prud'homme of K. Patkanian's Russian work.


H. Gelzer, Die Genesis der byzantinischen Themenverfassung (Leipzig, 1899).


Armenian translation of the above, H. Gelzer's Սկզբնաւորութիւնք բիւզանդեան
բանակաթեմերու դրութեան Skzbnaworut'iwnk' biwzandean banakat'emeru drut'ean
[Beginnings of the Byzantine Military Theme System] (Vienna, 1903). Azgayin matenadaran series,
volume 44.


H. Gelzer, Համառօտութիւն Բիւզանդական կայսրների պատմութեան Hamar'o'tut'iwn
Biwzandakan kaysrneri patmut'ean [Concise History of the Byzantine Emperors] (Vagharshapat, 1901), in
526 pdf pages.


H. Gelzer, Համառօտ Պատմութիւն Հայոց Hamar'o't Patmut'iwn Hayots' [Concise History of the
Armenians], translated into Armenian by G. Gale'mk'earean (Vienna, 1897), in 146 pdf pages. The book
includes two appendices by Gale'mk'earean: 1. List of Books Published about the Massacres of the
Armenians of 1895-1897; and 2. List of the Kat'oghikoi and Patriarchs of the Armenians. Azgayin
matenadaran series, volume 25.


Material on the Armenian naxarar (lordly) families is available on another page of this site: Armenian Noble
Houses.


Joseph Marquart/Markwart, Die armenischen Markgrafen (bdeashxk') Exkurs I from Eranshahr nach der
Geographie des Ps. Moses Xoranac'i (Berlin, 1901), pp. 165-179.


Armenian translation of the above, Joseph Marquart/Markwart's Հայ բդեաշխք Hay bdeashxk'
[The Armenian Border Lords] (Vienna, 1903). Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 43.


Louis Vivien de Saint-Martin, Recherches sur les populations primitives et les plus anciennes traditions du
Caucase (Paris, 1847), 220 pdf pages.


Simon Weber, Ararat in der Bibel, from Theol. Quartalschrift, LXXXIII. Jahrg., 1901, III. Quartalheft, p. 321-
374.


Armenian translation of the above, Simon Weber's Արարատը սուրբ գրոց մէջ Ararate" surb
grots' me'j [Ararat in the Bible] (Vienna, 1901). Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 39.


Vahan Inglizean, Հայաստան Սուրբ Գրքի մէջ Hayastan Surb Grk'i me'j [Armenia in the Bible]
(Vienna, 1947), in 286 pdf pages. Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 152.


Maximillian Streck, Armenien, Kurdistân und Westpersien, nach den babylonisch-assyrischen keilinschriften
(Munich, 1898).


Armenian translation of the above, Maximillian Streck's Հայաստան քրդաստան եւ
արեւմտեան պարսկաստան բաբելական-ասորեստանեայ սեպհագրերու
համեմատն Hayastan k'rdastan ew arewmtean parskastan babelakan-asorestaneay sephagreru
hamematn [Armenia, Kurdistan, and Western Persia according to Babylonian-Assyrian Inscriptions]
(Vienna, 1904). Azgayin matenadaran series, volume 50.
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Yushardzan/Huschardzan: Festschrift aus Anlass des 100jährigen Bestandes der Mechitharisten-
Kongregation in Wien (1811-1911) und des 25 Jahrganges der philologischen Monatsschrift "Handes
amsorya" (1887-1911), in 470 pdf pages. This volume (Vienna, 1911) contains articles in German and
Armenian on topics including history, linguistics, ethnography, philology, and mythology by some of the most
prominent Armenists of the 19th-early 20th centuries.


Some Works on Armenian Linguistics, and related topics.


Armenian Toponyms by Nina G. Garsoian. Tables of the provinces, cities, towns, villages, mountains, plains,
rivers, lakes, and seas in historical Armenian states and areas of Armenian settlement in Asia Minor including
map and literary references, prepared by Nina G. Garsoian as an accompaniment (Appendix V "Toponymy",
pp. 137*-246*) to her 1970 translation of N. Adontz's study Armenia in the Period of Justinian (1908). Tables
provide (where available) Classical Armenian, Greek, Latin, and modern designations. Included is Garsoian's
updated Bibliography (pp. 247*-303*) for this important work of Adontz on the lords (naxarars) of Ancient
Armenia. Despite some omissions, this is an invaluable tool for the study of historical Armenia. Searchable
pdf.


Nicholas Adontz


Historico-Geographical Survey of Western Armenia by Nicholas Adontz. These sections from
Nicholas Adontz's celebrated work Armenia in the Period of Justinian (1908) treat the historical
geography of parts of Western Armenia. English translation, updated notes and bibliography, and
new appendices by Nina G. Garsoian (1970). Included are Chapters 2-4 (pages 25-74), their
Footnotes (pages 386-399), Appendix V "Toponymy" (pages 137*-246*), and full Bibliography
(pages 247*-303*). In these chapters Adontz describes: 1. The "satrapies" of Asthianene and
Balabitene, Sophene, Anzitene-Tsovk', Xarberd, Ashmushat, Anzita; 2. Armenia Interior: Xordzayn,
Paghnatun, Mzur, Daranaghik', Kemah/Ekegheats', Erzincan, Derjan, Managhik, Karin, Saghagom,
Aghiwn-Analibna, Tzanika; 3. Lesser Armenia/Armenia Minor: districts of Orbalisene, Aitulane,
Hairetike, Orsene, Orbisene, and their chief cities.


The Origin of the Naxarar System. These sections from Nicholas Adontz's Armenia in the Period of
Justinian (1908) treat the history of the lordly (naxarar) system on the Armenian Highlands. English
translation, updated notes and bibliography, and new appendices by Nina G. Garsoian (1970).
Included are Chapters 9-15 (pages 165-372), their Footnotes (pages 433-529), Appendices I-V
(pages 1*-246*), and full Bibliography (247*-303*). Eastern Armenia: Chapter 9, Armenia—the
Marzpanate; Chapter 10, A Quantitative Analysis of the Naxarardoms; Chapter 11, Territorial
Analysis of the Naxarar System; Chapter 12, The Naxarar System and the Church. The Origin of
the Naxarar System: Chapter 13, Preliminary Excursus; Chapter 14, The Tribal Bases of the
Naxarar System; Chapter 15, The Feudal Bases of the Naxarar System. 


The Reform of Justinian in Armenia. These sections from Nicholas Adontz's Armenia in the Period
of Justinian (1908) describe the substance, intent, and effects of the reforms of the Byzantine
emperor Justinian (A.D. 527-565) in Armenia. English translation, updated notes and bibliography,
and new appendices by Nina G. Garsoian (1970). Included are the Introduction (pages 1-6), Chapter
1 (pages 7-24 ), Chapters 5-8 (pages 75-164), their Footnotes, Appendices I-V (pages 1*-246*), and
full Bibliography (247*-303*). Chapter 1, The Political Division of Armenia; Chapter 5,
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Administration: Western Armenia before Justinian; Chapter 6, The Reform of Justinian in Armenia;
Chapter 7, The Civilian Reorganization of Armenia; Chapter 8, The Significance of Justinian's
Reform in Armenia.


Cyril Toumanoff


Studies in Christian Caucasian History (Georgetown, 1963):


Searchable pdf files


I. The Social Background of Christian Caucasia 
 II. States and Dynasties of Caucasia in the Formative Centuries 


 III. The Orontids of Armenia 
 IV. Iberia [Georgia] between Chosroid and Bagratid Rule 


 V. The Armeno-Georgian Marchlands


Manuel de généalogie et de chronologie pour l'histoire de la Caucasie chrétien (Arménie - Géorgie -
Albanie), by Cyril/Cyrille Toumanoff (Rome, 1976), in 624 bookmarked and searchable pdf pages.
Invaluable genealogical tables for the royal and princely houses of Armenia, Iberia/Georgia, and
Aghuania/Caucasian Albania/Arran, with accompanying chronologies. This precious work, which is
the distillation of Toumanoff's remarkable scholarly investigations, includes noble dynasties of pre-
Christian Armenia, such as Urartu, Commagene, Sophene, and the Artaxiads, as well as the
Rupenids, Hetumids, and Lusignans of medieval Cilician Armenia.


Ghukas Inchichian


Հնախոսութիւն աշխարհագրական Հայաստանեայց աշխարհի Hnaxosut'iwn
ashxarhagrakan Hayastaneayts' ashxarhi [Antiquities of Armenian Geography] (Venice, 1835): 
vol. 1; 
vol. 2; 
vol. 3.


Ստորագրութիւն հին Հայաստանեայց Storagrut'iwn hin Hayastaneayts' [Description of
Ancient Armenia] (Venice, 1822).


Garegin Zarbhanalean


Հայկական հին դպրութեան պատմութիւն Haykakan hin dprut'ean patmut'iwn [History
of Ancient Armenian Literature] (Venice, 1897). This classic study describes works of Armenian
literature from the 4th through the 13th centuries. 1011 pdf pages.


Մատենադարան հայկական թարգմանութեանց նախնեաց (դար դ-ժգ)
Matenadaran haykakan t'argmanut'eants' naxneats' (dar d-zhg) [Catalog of Ancient Armenian
Translations (4-13th centuries)] (Venice, 1889) describes works of foreign literature that were
translated into Armenian through the 13th century. 827 pdf pages.
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E. Ter-Minassiantz


Die Beziehungen der armenischen Kirche zu den syrischen bis zum Ende des 6. Jahr-hunderts
(Leipzig, 1904).


Armenian translation of the above, Eruand Ter-Minaseants' Հայոց եկեղեցու
յարաբերութիւնները Ասորւոց եկեղեցիների հետ Hayots' ekeghets'u
yaraberut'iwnnere" Asorwots' ekeghets'ineri het [The Relations of the Armenian Church with Syrian
Churches] (Ejmiatsin, 1908).


Levon (Ghewond) Alishan


Հին հաւատք կամ հեթանոսական կրօնք Հայոց Hin hawatk' kam het'anosakan kro'nk'
Hayots' [The Ancient Faith or Pagan Religion of the Armenians]. Written by the renowned 19th
century polymath Levon (Ghewond) Alishan, this work has been highly praised and extensively
used by mythologists and folklorists since its publication (Venice, 1910). Earlier, it had been
serialized from 1895 in the journal Hande's Amso'reay. Topics include: nature worship, worship of
celestial bodies, animal worship, monsters, spirits, mythological heroes, pagan gods, magic,
charms/divination, the next world, and cult objects. A major source for the folk beliefs, customs,
myths, and history of the Armenian Highlands. 556 pdf pages.


Հայաստան յառաջ քան զլինելն Հայաստան Hayastan yar'aj k'an zlineln Hayastan
[Armenia Before Becoming Armenia], by Levon (Ghewond) Alishan, (Venice, 1904). Alishan's
remarkable ideas about the prehistory of the Armenian Highlands, mostly based on the Old
Testament and Armenian legends. 291 pdf pages.


Հայբուսակ Haybusak [Armenian Botany], by Levon (Ghewond) Alishan (Venice, 1895), in 697
pdf pages. An invaluable encyclopedic work on the flora of the Armenian highlands. This massive
study contains alphabetical entries for the major plants, trees, shrubs, as well as fungi. Many entries
are accompanied by gorgeous, life-like drawings. There is also precious anecdotal evidence of these
plants' usage by the Armenians of the 19th century and before. Latin, French, Turkish and Arabic
names (the last two in Armenian characters) appear in cross-referenced indices at the back. This is a
major source for the study of Armenian ethnobotany.


Շիրակ, Տեղագրութիւն պատկերացոյց Shirak, Teghagrut'iwn patkerats'oyts' [Illustrated
Topographical Study of Shirak] (Venice, 1881), in 217 pdf pages.


Սիսական, Տեղագրութիւն Սիւնեաց աշխարհի Sisakan, Teghagrut'iwn Siwneats'
ashxarhi [Sisakan, Topography of the Land of Siwnik'] (Venice, 1893). Alishan's thorough study of
the twelve districts of Siwnik' in eastern historical Armenia. Topics include geography, topography,
natural resources, flora, fauna, history, current conditions, customs, folklore, and much more.
Lavishly illustrated with drawings, and numerous photographs unavailable elsewhere, in 642 pdf
pages.


Տեղագիր Հայոց Մեծաց Teghagir Hayots' Metsats' [Topography of Greater Armenia], by
Levon (Ghewond) Alishan (Venice, 1855), in 121 pdf pages.
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Շնորհալի եւ պարագայ իւր Shnorhali ew paragay iwr [Shnorhali and His Times] (Venice,
1873). A detailed study of the life, times, and works of Saint Nerses Shnorhali ("The Gracious" or
"The Graceful") (1098-1173), kat'oghikos of the Armenian Church (1166-1173), poet, theologian,
and philologist, in 641 pdf pages.


Սիսուան: համագրութիւն Հայկական Կիլիկիոյ եւ Լեւոն Մեծագործ Sisuan:
hamagrut'iwn Haykakan Kilikioy ew Lewon Metsagorts [Sisuan: a Study of Armenian Cilicia and
Levon the Magnificent] (Venice, 1885). Historico-philological study of Cilicia including natural
resources, folklore, flora and fauna, in 674 pdf pages.


Léon le magnifique, premier roi de Sissouan ou de l'Armenocilicie, by Ghewond M. Alishan
(Venice, 1888), in 428 pdf pages.


Assises d'Antioche par Sempad le Connétable (Venice, 1876). Original grabar text and French
translation.


Արշալոյս քրիստոնեութեան Հայոց Arshaloys k'ristoneut'ean Hayots' [The Dawn of
Christianity among the Armenians], by Levon (Ghewond) Alishan (Venice, 1901), in 304 pdf pages.


Հուշիկք հայրենեաց հայոց Hushikk' hayreneats' hayots' [Memories of the Armenian
Homeland] by Levon (Ghewond) Alishan. Download includes both volumes of this two-volume
work (Venice, 1869-1870, in 1176 bookmarked pdf pages.


Հայապատում Hayapatum [Armeniaca] vol. 1 (Venice, 1901), in 985 pdf pages. vols. 2-3
(Venice, 1901), in 1042 pdf pages.


Հայ Վենետ, կամ յարընչութիւնք հայոց եւ Վենետայ ի ԺԳ եւ ի ԺԵ դարն Hay
Venet, kam yare"nch'ut'iwnk' hayots' ew Venetay i ZhG ew i ZhE darn [Relations between the
Armenians and Venice in the 13th-15th Centuries] parts 1 and 2 (Venice, 1896), in 637 pdf pages.
Part 2 continues to the 18th century.


Italian version of the above: L'Armeno-Veneto (Venice, 1893) part 1, 13th-14th centuries, in 358 pdf
pages.


Արցախ [Artsakh], by Ghewond Alishan (Erevan, 1993), in 123 searchable pdf pages. This is G.
B. T'osunyan's Modern Armenian translation of Alishan's Classical Armenian monograph on the
district of Artsakh (Nagorno-Karabakh/Mountainous Karabagh) in eastern historical Armenia. It is
perhaps the most detailed study of the area, especially for the medieval period, and contains precious
material not found elsewhere.


Writings of Ghewond Alishan, at Internet Archive.


Victor Langlois


Collection des historiens anciens et modernes de l'Arménie, volume 1 (Paris, 1867). Mar Apas
Catina, Bardesane, Agathange, Faustus de Byzance, Léboubna d'Édesse, Zénob de Glag, Jean
Mamigonien.
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Collection des historiens anciens et modernes de l'Arménie, volume 2 (Paris, 1869). Gorioun, Moise
de Khorèn, Élisée, Lazar de Pharbe, Eznik de Goghp (extrait du ch. II).


Documents pour servir a l'histoire des Lusignans de la petite Arménie (1342-1394) (Paris, 1859).
Langlois' valuable study of the French noble family of Lusignan with branches in Cyprus, Antioch,
and the Armenian kingdom of Cilicia. After the murder of the Hetumid Leon IV in 1341, his cousin
Guy de Lusignan was elected king of Cilicia. The pro-Latin family tried unsuccessfully to impose
Catholicism in the country, which led to constant civil unrest. Lusignan kings of Cilicia included:
Constantine II (1342-1344); Constantine III (1344-1362); Constantine IV (1362-1373); and Leo V
(1374-1393). The Cilician Armenian kingdom was inherited by the Cypriot Lusignans in 1393. 71
pdf pages.


Chronique de Michel le Grand patriarche des Syriens Jacobites (Venice, 1868). This is a French
translation of the medieval Armenian version of Michael the Syrian's Chronicle. Langlois used most
of the manuscripts published in the later Classical Armenian editions of Jerusalem 1870 and 1871.
His edition is very readable and accompanied by extensive scholarly notes. 399 pdf pages.


Inscriptions grecques, romaines, byzantines et arméniennes de la Cilicie (Paris, 1854).


Le trésor des chartes d'Arménie, ou, Cartulaire de la chancellerie royale des Roupéniens:
comprenant tous les documents relatifs aux établissements fondés en Cilicie par les ordres de
chevalerie institués pendant les Croisades et par les républiques marchandes de l'Italie, etc. (Venice,
1863).


Mémoire sur la vie et les écrits du prince Grégoire de Magistros, duc de la Mésopotamie, auteur
arménien du XIe siècle. This study by Langlois appeared in Journal Asiatique XIII 6(1869) pp. 5-64.
It is an account of the life and works of Grigor Magistros Pahlawuni (990-1058), an Armenian
scholar, author, translator, and political functionary. After serving as governor-general of the city of
Edessa, Magistros was named Duke of Mesopotamia by the Byzantine emperor Constantine IX
Monomachus. Throughout his life Magistros collected ancient texts, made translations from Greek,
Syriac, and Arabic, and trained a generation of scholarly ecclesiastics.


Inscriptions grecques, romaines, byzantines et arméniennes de la Cilicie (Paris, 1854).


Numismatique genéralé de l'Arménie. Langlois' study is preceded by another noteworthy
monograph, Édouard Dulaurier's Bibliothèque historique arménienne ou Choix des principaux
historiens arméniens traduits en français et accompagnés de notes historiques et géographiques,
collection destinée à servir de complément aux Chroniqueurs byzantins et slavons (Paris, 1859).


Numismatique de la Géorgie au moyen âge (Paris, 1852), in 68 pdf pages.


Description of the Armenian Monastery on the Island of St. Lazarus-Venice, followed by a
compendium of the history and literature of Armenia. English translation of Langlois' French
original (Venice, 1874).
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Marie-Félicité Brosset


Histoire de la Siounie par Stephannos Orbelian, volumes 1 and 2 (St. Petersburg, 1864-1866). 513
pdf pages.


Histoire chronologique par Mkhit'ar Ayrivanets'i (St. Petersburg, 1869).


Deux historiens arméniens (St. Petersburg, 1870). Kiracos de Gantzac et Oukhtanes.


Collection d'historiens arméniens (St. Petersburg, 1876), tome II. Zakaria: Mémoires historiques sur
les Sofis, Cartulaires de Iohannon-Vank. Hassan-Dchalaliants: Histoire d'Aghovanie. Davith-beg.
Abraham de Crete: Histoire de Nadir-chah. Samouel d'Ani: Tables chronologiques. Souvenirs d'un
officier russe.


Les ruines d'Ani capitale de l'Arménie sous les rois Bagratides, aux X et XI s Histoire et description
vols. I and II (St. Petersburg, 1860-1861). Invaluable study of the Armenian city of Ani by the
French Orientalist and translator Marie-Felicite Brosset (1802-1880). Includes a thorough history
and description with inscriptions and excerpts from historical sources, personal observations,
diagrams, and genealogical tables. 205 pdf pages, plates absent.


Rapports sur un voyage archéologique dans la Géorgie et dans l'Arménie (St. Petersburg, 1849-51),
in 996 pdf pages.


Inscriptions géorgiennes et autres, recueillies par le Père Nersès Sargisian et expliquées par M.
Brosset (St. Petersburg, 1864), in 40 pdf pages.


Histoire de Géorgie (St. Petersburg, 1849-1850) in two volumes: tome 1, in 716 pdf pages. This is
Brosset's translation of the Georgian K'artlis C'xovreba [Life/History of Georgia], made from the
King Vaxtang VI Redaction (1703/61); tome 2, in 590 pdf pages. French translations of Georgian
historical works from the 15th-19th centuries.


Additions et éclaircissements à l'Histoire de la Géorgie (St. Petersburg, 1851), in 518 pdf pages.
Contains Chronique arménienne ("Juansher") among other works.


Description géographique de la Géorgie, par le Tsarévitch Wakhoucht (St. Petersburg, 1842), in 606
pdf pages. Georgian text and French translation by Brosset.


Mélanges Asiatiques tirés du Bulletin de L'Académie impériale des sciences de St.-Pétersbourg (St.
Petersburg, 1863), Tome IV. (1860-1863), in 788 pdf pages. Articles about Armenian and Georgian
topics by Brosset, Langlois, Patkanian, and others.


Bibliographie analytique des ouvrages de Monsieur Marie-Félicité Brosset, par Laurent Brosset (St.
Petersbourg, 1887), in 436 pdf pages.


Édouard Dulaurier


Les Mongols d'apres les historiens armeniens; fragments traduits sur les textes originaux, in 192 pdf
pages. This study appeared in Journal Asiatique 11(1858) pp. 192-255, 426-473, 481-508 and JA
16(1860) pp. 273-322. The author, the noted historian, Egyptologist, and Armenist, Édouard
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Dulaurier (1808-1881), translated extensive extracts from two invaluable Armenian historical
sources of the 13th century pertaining to the Mongols: Kirakos Ganjakets'i and Vardan Arewelts'i
("the Easterner").


Numismatique genéralé de l'Arménie (Paris, 1859). Langlois' study is preceded by another
noteworthy monograph, Édouard Dulaurier's Bibliothèque historique arménienne ou Choix des
principaux historiens arméniens traduits en français et accompagnés de notes historiques et
géographiques, collection destinée à servir de complément aux Chroniqueurs byzantins et slavons.


Recherches sur la chronologie arménienne, I. La chronologie technique (Paris, 1859), all that was
published, in 460 pdf pages.


Recherches sur la formation de la langue arménienne (Paris, 1871), in 188 pdf pages. This is a
French translation of K. Patkanov's Russian study, which Dulaurier annotated.


Etude sur l'organisation politique, religieuse et administrative du royaume de la Petite-Arménie,
Journal Asiatique, 5th ser., XVII, XVIII (1861), published as a separate monograph in 1862, in 160
pdf pages. Unfortunately, a genealogical table at the end is mangled.


Histoire, dogmes, traditions et liturgie de l'Église Arménienne Orientale (Paris, 1859), in 211 pdf
pages.


Bibliothèque historique arménienne, ou choix des principaux historiens arméniens, (Paris, 1858), in
588 pdf pages. French translation of Matthew of Edessa's Chronicle and its continuation by Gregory
the Priest to 1162.


Recueil des historiens des croisades, documents arméniens tome premier (Paris, 1869), French translations of
Armenian histories and chronicles relating to the Crusades, preceded by an extensive study of the kingdom of
Cilician Armenia. Matthieu d'Édesse, Grégoire le Prêtre, Basil, Nersés Schnorhali, Grégoire Dgh, Michel le
Syrien (extrait), Guiragos de Kantzag (extrait), Vartan le Grand (extrait), Samuel d'Ani (extrait), Héthoum,
Vahram d'Édesse, Héthoum II, Nersés de Lampron, le Connétable Sempad, Mardiros de Crimée, Mèkhitar de
Daschir. 992 pdf pages.


Recueil des historiens des croisades, documents arméniens tome second (Paris, 1906), French and Latin
documents relating to Cilician Armenia. Jean Dardel, Hayton (La Flor...), Haytonus, Brocardus, Guillelmus
Adae, Daniel de Thaurisio, Les Gestes des Chiprois. 1310 pdf pages.


Colophons of Armenian Manuscripts, 1301-1480, A Source for Middle Eastern History, by Avedis K. Sanjian
(Cambridge, MA., 1969), in 470 searchable pdf pages. Colophons are additions to the ends of manuscripts,
made by their copyist(s). Some contain invaluable information on local and regional events. Sanjian's
translations are selections from the magisterial publications of Levon Khachikyan, and are accompanied by
extensive glossaries.


Օտար աղբյուրները Հայաստանի և հայերի մասին O'tar aghbyurnere" Hayastani ev hayeri
masin [Foreign Sources on Armenia and the Armenians]


Two volumes from this important series contain modern Armenian translations of relevant passages
from Syriac sources, together with invaluable introductory studies and scholarly notes:
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Ասորական աղբյուրներ Asorakan aghbyurner [Syriac Sources] I (Erevan, 1976), in 479 pdf
pages. Translation, study, and notes by H. G. Melkonyan. Translated selections from the sixth
century historians Mshikha Zekha, Joshua the Stylite, Zakaria Rhetor, and John of Ephesus.


Ասորական աղբյուրներ Asorakan aghbyurner [Syriac Sources] II. Անանուն Եդեսացի
ժամանակագրություն Ananun Edesats'i zhamanakagrut'yun [Chronicle of the Anonymous
Edessan] (Erevan, 1982), in 269 pdf pages. This a 13th century chronicle of importance for the
Saljuq domination, the Crusades, the Armenian principalities of Northern Syria, and other topics.
Translation, study, and notes by L. H. Ter-Petrosyan.


Five volumes contain modern Armenian translations of Byzantine sources, together with invaluable
introductory studies and scholarly notes. All five volumes are the work of the great Byzantinist
Hratch Bartikyan:


Prokopios Kesarats'i [Procopius of Caesarea] (Erevan, 1967), in 384 pdf pages.


Kostandin Tsiranatsin [Constantine Porphyrogenitus] (Erevan, 1970), in 444 pdf pages.


Hovhannes Skilits'ea [John Skylitzes] (Erevan, 1979), in 525 pdf pages.


T'eop'anes Xostovanogh [Theophanes Confessor] (Erevan, 1983), in 415 pdf pages.


T'eop'anesi Sharunakogh [Theophanes Continuator] (Erevan, 1990), in 438 pdf pages.


Three volumes contain modern Armenian translations of Arabic sources, together with invaluable
introductory studies and scholarly notes:


Yaqut al-Hamawi, Abu'l Fida, Ibn Shaddad (Erevan, 1965), A. T. Nalbandyan, translator and editor,
in 366 pdf pages.


Ibn al-Athir (Erevan, 1981), Aram Ter-Ghewondyan, translator and editor, in 445 pdf pages.


Արաբ մատենագիրներ Թ-Ժ դարեր Arab matenagirner T'-Zh darer [Arab Authors of the
9th-10th Centuries] (Erevan, 2005), Aram Ter-Ghewondyan, translator, in 706 pdf pages.


Three volumes contain modern Armenian translations of Ottoman Turkish sources of the 16-18th
centuries, accompanied by scholarly introductions, notes, and lexicons. All three volumes are the
work of the great Turkologist A. X. Safrastyan:


Թուրքական աղբյուրները Հ. 1 (Erevan, 1961), in 402 pdf pages. Contents include the
chroniclers Pechevi, Naima, Rashid, Chelebi-Zade, Suphi, Sami, Shakir, Sulayman-Izdi, Vassef,
Ahmed Chevdet-Pasha.


Թուրքական աղբյուրները Հ. 2 (Erevan, 1964), in 335 pdf pages. Contents include the
chroniclers Gharib Chelebi, Seloniki Mustafa, Solak Zade, Shani Zade, Munejjim Bashi, Feridun
Bey, Kochi Bey.


Թուրքական աղբյուրները Հ. 3 (Erevan, 1967), in 347 pdf pages. Extracts from the writings
of Evliya Chelebi (1611-1682), Ottoman Turkish officer and diplomat.
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Five volumes from the important series Հայ Ժողովրդի Պատմություն Hay zhoghovrdi patmut'yun
[History of the Armenian People] (Erevan, Armenia) cover earliest times through the 19th century. Each
volume is the work of multiple authors.


Hay zhoghovrdi patmut'yun [History of the Armenian People], volume 1 (Erevan, 1971), S. T.
Eremyan, editor, in 1012 searchable pdf pages. Devoted to Remote and Classical Antiquity: earliest
times through the second century A. D.


Hay zhoghovrdi patmut'yun [History of the Armenian People], volume 2 (Erevan, 1984), S. T.
Eremyan, editor, in 782 searchable pdf pages. Devoted to the third-ninth centuries.


Hay zhoghovrdi patmut'yun [History of the Armenian People], volume 3 (Erevan, 1976), B. N.
Arakelyan, editor, in 1036 searchable pdf pages. Devoted to the ninth-fourteenth centuries.


Hay zhoghovrdi patmut'yun [History of the Armenian People], volume 4 (Erevan, 1972), L. S.
Khachikyan, editor, in 687 pdf pages. Devoted to the fourteenth-eighteenth centuries.


Volume 5 in this series, covering the period from 1801 to 1870, has been split in two for
manageability. Հայ ժողովրդի պատմություն Hay zhoghovrdi patmut'yun [History of the
Armenian People], volume 5 (Erevan, 1974), Zh. P. Aghayan, editor.


Հայ Ժողովրդի Պատմություն, Հ. 5a. 
Հայ Ժողովրդի Պատմություն, Հ. 5b.


Cultural History


Sections dealing with culture and the arts from the above volumes are available as separate pdf files,
indexed and searchable. Multiple authors.


From volume 1 (Erevan, 1971), earliest times through the second century A.D., in 162 pdf pages.


From volume 2 (Erevan, 1984), the third-ninth centuries, in 327 pdf pages.


From volume 3 (Erevan, 1976), the ninth-fourteenth centuries, in 326 pdf pages.


From volume 4 (Erevan, 1972), the fourteenth-eighteenth centuries, in 256 pdf pages.


From volume 5 (Erevan, 1974), the period 1801-1870, in 187 pdf pages.
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Selected Writings of


Nicholas Adontz 
 Babken Arakelyan 


 Garnik Asatrian 
 Hratch Bartikyan 
 Paul Z. Bedoukian 


 Peter Charanis 
 Sirarpie Der Nersessian 


 Igor M. Diakonoff 
 Suren T. Eremyan 
 Nina G. Garsoïan 
 Robert H. Hewsen 
 Levon Khachikyan 
 Ervand Lalayan 


 Krikor Vardapet Maksoudian


Hagop Manandian 
 H. A. Martirosyan 
 Vladimir Minorsky 
 Matti Moosa 


 Armen Petrosyan 
 Boris Piotrovsky 
 G. X. Sargsyan 


 A. H. Sayce 
Aram Ter-Ghewondyan 


 G. A. Tiratsyan 
 Cyril Toumanoff 


 Speros Vryonis, Jr.


Norman H. Baynes 
 John Andrew Boyle 
 E. W. Brooks 


 E. A. Wallis Budge 
 J. B. Bury 


 Frederick Cornwallis Conybeare 
 O. M. Dalton 


 Charles Diehl 
 Robert Drews 


I. J. Gelb 
 Cyrus H. Gordon 


 Hans G. Güterbock


Ellsworth Huntington 
 Samuel Noah Kramer 
 Stanley Lane-Poole 


 Guy Le Strange 
 Daniel David Luckenbill 


 A. Leo Oppenheim 
 William M. Ramsay 
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W. W. Tarn 
Arthur Ungnad 
Alexander A. Vasiliev 


Journal Indices


HA Ts'ankk' 1887-1961. Indices for the Armenological journal Հանդէս Ամսօրեայ Hande's
Amso'reay (Vienna), for the years 1887-1961, in 56 pdf pages.


AH Ts'ankk' 1896-1916. Indices for Ազգագրական Հանդէս Azgagrakan Hande's
[Ethnographic Review] (Shushi and Tiflis), 1895/1896-1916, in 176 pdf pages.


BM Ts'ankk' 1941-2014. Indices for Բանբեր Մատենադարանի Banber Matenadarani
[Journal of the Matenadaran] (Erevan), for the years 1941-2014, in 51 pdf pages.


PBH Ts'ankk' 1958-2015. Indices for Պատմա-բանասիրական հանդես Patma-
banasirakan handes [Historico-Philological Journal] (Erevan), for the years 1958-2015, in 824 pdf
pages.


Lraber Ts'ankk' 1966-2015. Indices for Լրաբեր հասարակական գիտությունների
Lraber hasarakakan gitut'yunneri [Bulletin of Social Sciences] (Erevan), for the years 1966-2015,
in 858 pdf pages.


Journals


The Armenological journal Պատմա-բանասիրական հանդես Patma-banasirakan handes
[Historico-Philological Journal] (Erevan, Armenia) is now Open Access: Պատմա-բանասիրական
հանդես.


The journal Լրաբեր հասարակական գիտությունների Lraber hasarakakan gitut'yunneri
[Bulletin of Social Sciences] (Erevan, Armenia) is now Open Access: Լրաբեր հասարակական
գիտությունների.


Articles from the serial Banber Matenadarani [Journal of the Matenadaran], may be downloaded from this
page of the Matenadaran's website: Բանբեր Մատենադարանի.
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 Sources and Studies


Early Historical Sources Pages:


Prehistory 
 Hittite, Hurrian, Urartian 
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 Iranian 
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 Latin


Our Latest Uploads to Internet Archive, most recent at the top of the list.
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